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ABSTRACT
For rural people in Java, population mobility, particularly 
temporary movement, is  usually seen as a compromise between the high 
living costs and marginal wages in the destination places and the 
psychological trauma of separation from family and friends in the home 
village. This thesis investigates these aspects of population mobility 
in East Java, and in particular migrant-village tie s . The data used 
are from the National Population Mobility Survey, conducted in eight 
provinces in Indonesia in 1980. Two villages were studied in East 
Java, and the analyses here are based mainly on information from 153 
migrants who were visiting the ir home village at the time of the 
survey.
The study found that the main reasons for migrants to leave their 
home village were economic, while fam ilial and socio-cultural motives 
were stated as the main reasons for choosing the destination place. 
The presence of kin and friends in the destination place can serve as a 
source of information and increase the probability of getting a job, 
and therefore the location of relatives or friends can affect the 
migrants' choice of destination place.
The migrants reported that their incomes were higher after they 
moved. Migrants who had surplus cash were more likely to spend i t  on 
modern goods and education of their families, while poorer migrants 
used their incomes to supplement basic consumption. Chain migration 
was extensive among migrants, particularly those who moved within 
Java. Assistance from kin and friends in the process of moving was
high.
newer
latter
Migrants often provided housing, food and skill training to 
migrants, which temporarily reduced the living costs of the 
and made their adjustments to the new way of life easier.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION
1.1  Im portance o f P o pu la tio n  M o b il i ty  in  Indonesia
Indones ia  has long been regarded as having very low le v e ls  o f 
m ig ra t io n . The re s u lts  o f the  recen t census in  1980 in d ic a te  th a t  o n ly  
2 .4  per cen t were c la s s if ie d  as m ig ran ts  d u rin g  the  f iv e  years 
preced ing the  census. These data in d ic a te  th a t  most people are  no t 
m ob ile , but t h is  i s  because the  census d e fin e s  m ig ran ts  as persons who 
l iv e d  o u ts id e  t h e i r  p resen t p rov ince  o f res idence f iv e  years ago. 
Consequently, most people who move s h o rt d is ta n ce s  have been excluded 
from being c la s s i f ie d  as m ig ra n ts . T h e re fo re , s tu d ie s  o f p o p u la tio n  
movement in  Ind o n e s ia , based on census data and focus in g  on permanent 
m ig ra t io n , have concluded th a t  in  genera l Indones ians, e s p e c ia lly  
Javans, are no t prone to  m ig ra t in g .
P o p u la tio n  m o b il i ty  i s  a new phenomenon in  Java, and the  
d ir e c t io n ,  volume and c h a ra c te r is t ic s  o f movement have a lte re d  in  
response to  p o l i t i c a l  c o n d it io n s , in c re a s in g  pressure  on land  
resources, uneven re g io n a l development, improvements in  t ra n s p o r ta t io n ,  
and the  spread o f e du ca tion . Since 1970, improvements in  
t ra n s p o r ta t io n  and communication f a c i l i t i e s  have connected urban and 
r u r a l  lo c a l i t i e s  and a lso  r u r a l  areas w ith  each o th e r , and these l in k s  
have m od ifie d  the  p a tte rn s  o f p o p u la tio n  movement. There have been 
d ram atic  in c reases  in  p o p u la tio n  m o b il i t y ,  o fte n  over long  d is ta n c e s  
(M antra, 1981: 25; Hugo, 1978). W ith the d e c lin e  o f jo b  o p p o r tu n it ie s
2in  the ru ra l areas because o f changes in  the a g r ic u ltu ra l sector, many 
v illa g e  people have begun to  f in d  work in  the towns, c i t ie s  or other 
areas. Furthermore, many ru ra l people desire to  supplement th e ir  
incomes and ra ise  th e ir  standards of l iv in g ,  and th is  they believe can 
be accomplished by working in  other areas as permanent or temporary 
migrants.
Since 1975 some ru ra l areas, p a r t ic u la r ly  in  West Java, have 
la rg e ly  changed th e ir  c u lt iv a t io n  methods from the non-mechanised 
system, which used cows or buffa loes and human labour, to  a more modern 
system u t i l is in g  tra c to rs  or m in i- tra c to rs . This has resulted in  a 
large displacement of landless labourers and has affected the capacity 
o f the a g r ic u ltu ra l sector to  absorb increases in  the labour supply in  
ru ra l v illa g e s  (Sawit and Saefudin, 1980). The non-mechanised system 
o f r ic e  harvesting, which involved labour in tens ive  methods employing 
large numbers of women during he harvest season, has been s im ila r ly  
a ffec ted . The bawon system, where female labourers using small hand 
knives and paid in  shares of the r ic e  they harvest, is  being replaced 
by the tebasan system, where male con tract labourers using s ick les  are 
paid cash wages. Therefore job -op po rtun itie s , p a r t ic u la r ly  fo r  women, 
have been decreasing (Utami and Ihalauw, 1973), and as a consequence 
population m o b ility  has increased.
1.2 Aims and Objectives of the Study
The aims and ob jectives of th is  study are to examine population 
m o b ility , the t ie s  between the migrants and th e ir  fa m ilie s  in  the 
v illa g e , and the socio-economic e ffe c ts  o f these m ig ran t-v illage  t ie s .  
Furthermore, i t  w i l l  inves tiga te  the flows and use of goods or cash
3between fa m ilie s  in  the home v illa g e  and migrants in  the des tina tio n - 
place. The p a rtic u la r  aims of th is  study are as fo llow s :
(1) to  examine the demographic and socio-economic 
ch a ra c te ris tic s  of migrants and non-migrants;
(2) to  inves tiga te  the main reasons fo r  migrants leaving th e ir  
home v illa g e , the main reasons fo r  choosing the destina tion  
place and the main reasons fo r  making re turn  v is i ts  to  the 
v illa g e ;
(3) to  show the amount o f cash flows and various types of goods 
from the migrants to  th e ir  fa m ilie s  in  th e ir  home v illa g e  
and vice-versa;
(4) to  examine the e ffe c t o f population m o b ility  on migrants 
and th e ir  fa m ilie s ;
(3) to  examine the ro le  of migrants in  helping newer migrants.
Most developing countries, inc lud ing  Indonesia, are recognizing 
the re la tio n sh ip  between development and population m o b ility . This may 
ind ica te  tha t development also bears a re la tion sh ip  to  population 
m o b ility  in  terms of changes in  types of m o b ility  and in  the flows of 
modern goods and in form ation to  the v illa g e s  of o r ig in . This study is  
intended to  con tribu te  to  an understanding of those changes in  the 
v illa g e  of o r ig in .
1.3 The Area o f Study.
The study was located in  East Java, a province which had a 
population of 29.2 m ill io n  in  1980, nearly 34 per cent o f Java's to ta l 
population, and which comprises about 36 per cent of Java's land mass. 
Annual rates o f growth in  the population were 1.6 per cent during 
1961-1971, and 1.5 per cent during 1971-1980. Although the population 
growth ra te  has decreased s l ig h t ly  in  the past few decades, the labour
4force has continued to increase because of increasing numbers in  the 
economically ac tive  ages. This growth of the labour force probably has 
increased com petition fo r  r ig h ts  to  c u lt iv a te  the lim ite d  a g r ic u ltu ra l 
land and fo r  other job opportun ities . The lack of employment 
opportun ities  in  a g ricu ltu re , and the re la t iv e ly  small area of land 
cu ltiv a te d  by each farmer, re s u lt in  many problems of unemployment and 
probably d ire c t ly  con tribu te  to  increased leve ls  o f m igration, both
permanent and temporary, as people seek jobs in  other places. In  some
*
areas, the lo c a l patterns o f population movement provide an 
i l lu s t r a t io n  of several reactions to  population pressure.
There are 37 primary adm in is tra tive  d iv is io n s  in  East Java 
province : 29 regencies and 8 m u n ic ip a lit ie s . These are fu rth e r 
divided in to  56 s u b d is tr ic ts  and 8,339 v illa g e s . The two study 
v illa g e s  are Ngadirenggo in  Trenggalek regency and Sumberdawesari in  
Pasuruan regency (Map 3). At the time of the 1980 survey, the to ta l 
population of Ngadirenggo was 5,429 persons in  1,246 households, and 
Sumberdawesari contained 5,910 persons in  1,312 households. The 
average number o f persons per household in  Ngadirenggo and 
Sumberdawesari was nearly the same, 4.4 and 4.5 respective ly , and 
s im ila r to  the same fig u re  fo r  a l l  o f East Java, about 4.5 . A 
comparison of the 1961, 1971 and 1980 census figu res  shows tha t the 
in te rcensa l growth ra tes fo r  both of these v illa g e s  declined from 
1.02 per cent to  0.72 per cent in  Ngadirenggo, and from 1.53 per cent 
to  1.37 per cent in  Sumberdawesari.
Table 1.1 shows the population d is tr ib u t io n  by age and sex, and 
ind ica tes tha t the age s tructu res o f the populations of the two 
v illa g e s  were nearly id e n tic a l.  The percentages of population aged
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6under 15 years in Ngadirenggo and Sumberdawesari were 30 per cent and 
33 per cent, while in all of Indonesia it was around 41 per cent, and 
in East Java 37 per cent. The lower than expected percentage of 
population under age 15 years in these two villages may have been due 
to the effects of the Government's program of birth control rather than 
to high mortality or out migration. Conversely, the relatively low 
percentages for ages 20-39 years were probably due to out migration. 
This is reflected in the fact that the population in each of the age 
groups 25-29, 30-34 and 35-39 was smaller than that in the age groups 
40-44 and 45-49. The sex ratio for these age groups also indicate 
considerable male out-migration, especially for ages 20-39. The sex 
ratio for age 20-39 is smaller (83 males per 100 females) than for ages 
5-19 (95) and ages (40-64 (92).
These villages have similar education and transportation 
facilities as both are located near sub district government centres. 
Several educational institutions are located in or near both villages, 
including primary schools, junior or senior high schools and several 
religious boarding schools (pondok pesantren). Before the 1970's 
bicycles and horse-drawn carts were the predominant means of 
transportation in both villages, but since the Second Five-Year 
Development Plan (1974-1979) the Government has focused on improvements 
and extension to the road system, with the result that the people from 
these villages now tend to use public transportation, particularly 
buses and mini-buses, and also private motorcycles. Furthermore, the 
economic conditions in the two study areas are similar to those in most 
of rural Java, with agriculture being the major economic activity. 
However, during the last two decades, the agricultural sector has been 
declining in relative importance in both village. As was discussed
7Table 1.1: Population Distribution According to Age and Sex in
Ngadirenggo and Sumberdawesari in 1980 (percentage)
Ngadirenggo Sumberdawesari
Age Male Female Total Male Female Total
0-4 4.7 4.7 9.4 5.0 5.1 10.1
5-9 5.3 5.4 10.8 5.1 5.3 10.4
10-14 4.8 4.9 9.7 4.9 5.0 9.9
15-19 4.1 4.7 8.8 4.1 4.8 8.9
20-24 3.8 4.5 8.3 3.9 4.3 8.2
25-29 3.3 3.7 7.0 3.4 3.5 7.9
30-34 3.2 3.8 7.0 3.1 3.3 6.4
35-39 3.1 3.8 6.9 3.0 3.1 6.1
40-44 3.8 4.1 7.9 3.9 4.0 7.9
45-49 3.5 3.8 7.3 3.6 3.7 7.2
50-54 2.7 3.1 5.8 2.8 3.3 6.1
55-59 2.0 2.2 4.2 2.1 2.3 4.4
60-64 1.6 1.9 3.5 2.0 2.1 4.1
65+ 1.7 1.8 3.5 1.6 1.7 3.3
Total 47.6 52.4 100.0 48.5 51.5 100.0
Total Population
1980 2584 2845 5429 2866 3044 5910
1971 2388 2703 5091 2476 2674 5150
1961 2209 2390 4599 2196 2295 4491
Source: Indonesia, Central Bureau of Statistics, 1983: 3 and 14
8e a r lie r ,  the primary reason fo r  the decline of the a g r ic u ltu ra l sectors 
is  i t s  considerable and growing mechanisation. The lim ite d  job 
opportun ities  and low income p o te n tia l of ag ricu ltu re  have encouraged 
ru ra l people to  seek other sources of income outside a g ricu ltu re , and 
one o f th e ir  responses has been to migrate to  other places.
1.4 Data Sources and L im ita tions
1.4 .1 Source o f Data
The primary source o f data in  th is  study is  the Population 
M o b ility  Survey ca rried  out in  e ight provinces in  Indonesia ( I r ia n  
Jaya, South Sulawesi, South Kalimantan, South Sumatra, West Java, 
Central Java, East Java and B a li)  by the Population Studies Centre, 
Gadjah Mada U n ive rs ity , Yogyakarta. The survey in  the East Java 
v illa g e s  was ca rried  out from February to  May 1980. The data on 
population m o b ility  and m ig ran t-v illa ge  t ie s  were obtained from 
households in  which at least one member of the household aged 15 years 
and above had been involved in  commuting, c irc u la t io n  or m igration 
during the previous ten years (1970-1980). In  Ngadirenggo v illa g e , 578 
households (46 per cent of the to ta l)  were id e n t if ie d  as having a 
m igrant, while in  Sumberdawesari the number was 539 (41 per cen t). A 
random sample of 175 households was drawn from the l i s t  of e l ig ib le  
households in  each of the two v illa g e s . From these 350 households, 153 
persons c la s s if ie d  as migrants and who were v is it in g  th e ir  home v illa g e  
at the time of the survey were interviewed in  depth. Inform ation was 
also co llec ted  on each of the 350 households and on the 306 migrants 
from those households who were not present at the time of the survey. 
Some o f th is  in form ation is  also analysed in  th is  study.
9Population mobility can be divided into migration, circulation 
and commuting. Migration can be defined as a shift or change in place 
of residence by crossing a territorial boundary for a minimum period of 
time. In practice, how migration is defined depends on the scope and 
type of study being conducted. Generally, in macro studies the 
boundary used is an administrative unit such as a province, as is the 
case in population censuses and surveys conducted by the Indonesian 
Central Bureau of Statistics. Hugo (1978) in his study in West Java 
used as the definition of migration that the mover must be absent 
continuously from his or her village for six months or more. Less than 
six months was considered as circulation, and moves every day between 
home village and place of work were classified as commuting. A study 
in Yogyakarta by Mantra (1981) used another definition of migration : 
an intentional change of residence across the dukuh (the hamlet or sub 
village) boundary for a year or more. If the movement was less than a 
year it was classified as circulation, while at least six hours to no 
more than one day was considered as commuting.
The definition of population mobility in this study is similar to 
that used by those two studies. The definition of migration used was 
being absent continuously by a kecamatan (subdistrict) for six months 
or more. If the absence was more than one day to less than six months 
it was classified as circulation. Commuting was defined as leaving the 
subdistrict for from at least six hours to not more than a day. 
Migrants are divided into recent migrants and long-term migrants. 
Recent migrants are defined as those whose duration since migrating was 
less than five years. Long-term migrants are those who reported a 
duration since migrating of five years or more. Younger migrants are 
defined as those aged 15-39, and older migrants are those aged 40 years 
and above.
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1.4.2 Data Limitations
This study, like most small surveys, was designed to gather 
in-depth information from a relatively small number of persons and 
therefore is limited in that the findings cannot be generalised to all 
population mobility in East Java, or Indonesia in general. As stated 
earlier, this study focused on 153 migrants who were visitors to their 
home villages. Other migrants from these villages were still in the 
place of destination (306 migrants) and were not interviewed, so all 
information about them was obtained from the head of the household from 
which they migrated. The migrants who were not interviewed differed in 
many characteristics from those who were interviewed and these 
differences will be discussed in Chapter 3.
Some other limitations of this study are due to the nature of the 
questions asked and the necessity of using a time reference for some of 
the data. Some questions about the reasons for migrating elicited 
multiple responses, but only the main reason given by the respondents 
could be analyzed here. Questions about the flows of cash and goods 
between migrants and their families has to be limited to the previous 
year, and therefore do not fully illustrate the migrants' cash and 
goods flow from the time they left the home village. Although there 
are some data limitations which could affect the analysis, this 
discussion is intended to illuminate the ties between migrants and 
their home village.
1.5 Plan of Analysis
In order to attain the objectives of this study, the relevant 
literature on population mobility and migrant-village ties will be
11
discussed (Chapter 2) in order to understand the main issues about 
motivations for moving, the decision to move and the effect of 
population mobility. Some of the major socio-demographic 
characteristics of migrants and non-migrants will then be examined 
(Chapter 3). The study will then focus on those migrants who were 
visiting village at the time of survey in order to understand their 
motivations for moving (Chapter 4) and the extent of migrant-village 
ties (Chapter 5).
For the main part of the analysis, three variables —  age, 
duration since migrating, and household landowning status —  will be 
used for comparisons. Since the number of cases was relatively small 
(153 migrants), each control variable will be divided into two groups : 
age —  15-39, and 40 and over; duration since migrating —  less than 
five years, and five years and more; and household landowning status 
—  having some land, and having no land. Because of the small number 
of female migrants (37 out of 153, or 24 per cent) only few analysis 
use sex of migrant as a control factor. Statistical tests of 
significance (Chi-square) will be used in some analyses on factors 
affecting population mobility and migrant-village ties.
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CHAPTER 2
REVIEW OF LITERATURE ON POPULATION MOBILITY 
AND MIGRANT-VILLAGE TIES
2.1 Introduction
Studies of population mobility in Indonesia can be divided into 
two parts: population mobility that took place before Indonesia's 
independence, and population mobility that took place after Indonesia's 
independence. According to Hugo (1980: 97), there were three types of 
mobility patterns before Indonesia's independence in 1945 - colonizing 
migration, individual migration, and migration by traders and business­
men for economic reasons. There have been several studies of highly 
mobile ethnic groups such as the Minangkabau, Buginese, Makassarese, 
Banjarese and Madurese. However, there are few studies of the Javanese 
and Sundanese, which are the two largest ethnic groups in Indonesia.
Since 1960, there have been macro studies of migration based on 
the censuses and national surveys, and micro studies based on 
community-level research. Analyses from macro studies have focused on 
the patterns of internal migration at national and regional levels, the 
volume and flow of migration, lifetime migration, and recent migration. 
Micro studies have covered a wide range of topics including mobility 
and occupation, migration and education, rural-to-urban migration, the 
economic conditions of migrants, and migration and remittances.
Mobility has an impact which can be both positive and negative. 
One of the positive impacts is that many poor people are able to obtain
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cash or steady incomes. This often results in improving family incomes 
in the areas of origin and the redistribution of that income among 
other people. One of the negative impacts of population mobility is 
that it may not actually improve the standard of living of the family: 
mobility may only assist poor families to survive at a basic 
subsistence level and may not help them in the long-term (Hugo, 1981: 
379). Mantra (1981) argued that one of the positive impacts of 
mobility was that villagers became more familiar with different kinds 
of jobs, new ideas, and knowledge which can promote the process of 
social change. On the other hand, one of the negative impacts was that 
many towns and cities in Indonesia have chronic problems of 
transportation, housing, water and other facilities because of the 
influx of so many migrants.
2.2 Motivations for Moving
2.2.1 Reasons for Leaving Rural Areas
Almost all migration studies have treated current income as the 
fundamental factor which caused people to migrate. Todaro (1976: 
66-67) stated that, in addition to the primary economic motives, people 
migrate to improve their levels of education or skill, to join 
relatives and friends who had previously migrated, or to escape from 
"social and cultural imprisonment". The difference in economic 
opportunities between one place and another has an influence on the 
flow of migrants.
Migration studies in Indonesia, such as those by Suharso (1977), 
have noted that the reasons for leaving the places of origin differed
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by sex. The highest percentages of females migrated to follow parents, 
spouse or relatives, while males migrated for education or to get a 
better job than they had at the ir place of origin. Furthermore, as 
stated by Suharso et a l . ,  (1976: 3), in general the main reasons for 
most migrants moving to the towns or c itie s  were to seek jobs or to get 
work experience, to improve their level of education or to follow their 
parents or spouse who had moved. Females migrated primarily as 
dependents following the ir husband, parents or relative, with the 
second most common reason for females being for education. Studies in 
East Java province, according to Tirtosudarmo (1984: 71), showed that 
more than half of the males who migrated from rural to urban areas did 
so for some economic reason, such as to obtain employment or to find a 
better job. A survey in Jakarta by Papanek (1976: 64) found that, in 
general, women migrated there mostly because of marriage or family 
migration rather than for education. On the other hand, Anaf (1984: 
45) based on her study of women and development in Pasar Rebo, Jakarta, 
found that more than half of the migrant female workers le f t  their 
original home for job and work experience reasons, while housewives 
le f t to follow their families, relatives or friends.
2.2.2 Reason for Choosing the Destination Place
The reasons for choosing the place of destination and for leaving 
the place of origin may not always be independent of each other. Most 
surveys ask respondents to identify both factors, and for some the two 
may be quite different while for others the reason for leaving the 
place of origin may be the same as the reason for selecting the 
destination place. Therefore a discussion of the two factors will also 
contain some overlap.
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There are many factors, such as better job opportunities, better 
living conditions, or improved education, which may act as "pull 
factors" attracting migrants to the big cities or towns (Caldwell, 
1969: 89). Based on a survey in Jakarta, Jones (1975) noted that the 
main reason for migrants to choose this place was economic. Nearly 
half of the male migrants went to Jakarta to seek higher wages than in 
their village. Similarly, a study in Irian Jaya by Rumbiak (1983: 44) 
found that the main reason for males to migrate from rural areas to 
Jayapura was to find a job, because job opportunities outside 
agriculture were concentrated there.
Brem (1982: 40) based on his studies in Gunungkidul regency and 
Yogyakarta City, noted that the important reason for females from 
dry-land areas to migrate to Yogyakarta city was to join their family, 
husband, close relatives or friends. Seasonal migrants and commuters, 
mostly males, who migrated to Yogyakarta city, said that the economic 
factor was still the major reason for choosing the destination place. 
They moved to the city with their image of it as a place with greater 
job opportunities, and as a place where it was easier to find jobs than 
in their home village. They said that their incomes in the village 
were insufficient for buying food and clothing and for improving their 
childrens' education. Migration to Yogyakarta, either as a seasonal or 
permanent migrants, was the best way to improve their living 
conditions.
2.3 The Effect of Population Mobility
Population movement has an impact both on the areas of 
destination and the areas of origin. Permanent and temporary movement 
has the effect of reducing population in the areas of origin, while in
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the areas of destination it produces an increased population and 
urbanization. In general, lack of economic growth can create problems 
in both urban and rural areas, one such problem being employment. The 
failure to absorb large numbers of new migrants in urban areas can lead 
to economic, social and political disruptions. This gives the poor who 
come from rural areas a different choice between living in rural 
poverty or in miserable urban conditions (Beier, 1976).
2.3.1 On the Areas of Destination
Most developing countries, including Indonesia, experience the 
effect of rural to urban migration, directly and indirectly. The 
causes of this phenomenon are many. For example, Beier (1976) suggests 
that an interesting feature of the economic aspect of urban growth is 
that competition in the job market is constantly increasing. Migrants 
coming to urban areas in search of work are likely to depress the wages 
of the poorest workers already there, such as workers in industrial or 
construction activities. Workers in these sectors already have long 
working hours with poor working conditions and low incomes.
As Sutomo (1983) notes, another feature of urban areas is open 
unemployment among young people, even those who are relatively better 
educated. Youths with secondary education who are unable to find jobs 
appropriate to their qualifications have to take whatever jobs there 
are, and thus have to compete with unskilled rural labourers. This can 
depress market wages even further (see also Jones, 1978; Manning, 
1978).
According to Jellinek's (1977) case study in Jakarta most 
migrants have very long working hours, from 16-19 hours a day, seven
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days a week, and receive very low incomes. With low incomes, the 
consequences for expenditure are clear. Generally, they spend most of 
their money on an inadequate diet of rice and vegetables. Therefore, 
the health of these "poor migrants" tends to be severely affected by 
malnutrition. Rural-to-urban migration also causes critical social 
problems. The high density of population in some urban areas has 
undoubtedly put intense pressure on the existing urban facilities, such 
as housing, public utilities, and other social services. Overcrowding 
of dwellings and the large number of homeless people are examples of 
this pressure. There is a clear correlation between housing problems 
and increasing urbanization. The shortage of housing in urban areas is 
reflected by high housing costs, high land prices, a high concentration 
of people in poor slums or "kampung", and an increased number of 
squatters living along railway tracks.
The rapid growth of rural-to-urban migration in the last two 
decades has not only created problems of housing and health services, 
but has also created other social problems such as increasing criminal 
activity, juvenile delinquency and deteriorating environmental 
conditions. The Ciliwung River in Jakarta, which flows through the 
centre of the urban area, and the Code River in Yogyakarta, have been 
heavily polluted. As Guiness (1983) notes, the centre of Yogyakarta 
has been affected by environmental pollution. The Code River receives 
the bulk of chemical and thermal pollutants and other organic waste 
from industries as well as from domestic establishments along the river 
banks. The banks of the Code River are densely populated with poor 
living conditions, and health standards, in particular, are affected by 
the pollution of the river.
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Major threats to human health in urban slums are generally not 
directly related to such problems as pollution and urban ugliness, but 
are more the products of urban poverty as well as several endemic 
diseases (Wirosardjono, 1975). Therefore, it can broadly be concluded 
that rural to urban mobility by the poorest people still perpetuates 
their poor rural life style. In other words, rural poverty has been 
transferred to the cities by migration. However, most migrants believe 
that they have achieved a better life in their new situation.
A study of migration and squatter settlements in Surabaya, East 
Java (Wibowo, 1983: 53), found nearly 75 per cent of the long-term 
migrants and less than 25 per cent of the recent migrants indicated 
that their current situation was better than before their migration. 
Although there was a high proportion of one- or two-room houses in 
urban areas, some families enjoyed three of four rooms. About 70 
per cent of migrants had radios and electricity in their houses, and 
some of them had a colour T.V. Based on this survey of urban areas in 
Surabaya, Wibowo sums up the migrants' level of progress, before and 
after they migrate. Nearly 80 per cent of the migrants who make more 
significant progress are those who have vocational education, 
handicraft skills or technical skills, and they achieve higher incomes 
than they had before they migrated.
Brem's (1982: 24) and Opper's (1983) surveys of Yogyakarta 
suggest that the most striking and positive aspect of migrant 
communities is the solidarity and strong sense of community which their 
residents feel. Migrants have a cooperative spirit in activities 
needing mutual assistance. People living in these communities enjoy 
the company of many friends, particularly from the same place of origin 
and type of occupation.
19
2.3.2 On the Areas of Origin
Generally, developing countries have shown that the adoption of 
"green revolution" technology has expanded the capacity to absorb 
labour and the speed of multiple cropping. However, in some countries, 
including Indonesia, the absorptive capacity of agriculture has 
contracted or has not grown with improved technology (Montgomery, 
1975). Some workers, particularly males, are moving to nearby towns or 
cities in search of jobs and higher pay, mainly in the service sector.
White and Woods (1980: 57) state that much labour migration has 
taken place from rural areas to urban areas because the migrants want 
higher wages. If too many males leave, agriculture becomes dominated 
by females working on a part-time basis, so that productivity declines 
because of labour shortages. A similar pattern was noted by Simmons 
(1984: 171) in Zambia, where the absence of men has had a negative 
impact on production, particularly on the clearing of new land. In 
contrast, Rempel (1981) shows that the absence of men had no negative 
effect on agricultural production in some African countries, such as 
Kenya. This finding is especially common for several African societies 
where the circulation patterns of men allow them to be present for 
short periods of hard agricultural work.
Colfer (1982), in a survey in a primitive village in Kalimantan, 
found that the women had to work harder because of the absence of men, 
yet overall production did not seem to suffer. The women were 
satisfied that the consumer products which their husbands brought back 
compensated for their absence. Opper (1983: 28) based on his case 
study in Yogyakarta, notes a similar pattern. The absence of men who
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had migrated to urban areas had no negative effect on dry-land (mainly 
non-rice) agricu ltura l production.
2.3.3 V is its  to the Village and Return Migration
I t  is  very d i f f ic u lt  to generalize about the number of times a 
migrant v is its  his or her home, because i t  depends on the type of 
occupation, marital status, cost of transportation, income, family 
structure and distance from place of o rig in . Junus (1978), in  his 
survey in Yogyakarta municipality, found that people working in  the 
informal sectors, such as street merchants, generally v is ited the ir 
home one or two times every four or six weeks. Unmarried migrants, 
both females and males, v is ited the ir homes less than once a month (see 
also, Saeffullah, 1981: 61). On the other hand, Papanek (1975: 19), in 
her survey in Jakarta, shows that about 60 per cent of petty traders 
made a yearly v is i t  home and more than half of that group vis ited two 
or more times during the year. Koentjaraningrat (1975) in  his survey 
in  Jakarta, concluded that the frequency of v is its  home mostly depended 
on the distance and the cost of transport between place of orig in  and 
current place of residence. Furthermore, some migrants returned to the 
place of orig in  and did not come back again to the destination place. 
Because they needed to live  near re latives or did not lik e  liv in g  in 
the c ity , they returned to the place of orig in as permanent residents.
Several studies have shown that the volume of migrants returning 
to th e ir place of orig in  could have a positive e ffect on ru ra l 
development. According to Connell et a l. ,  (1976: 32), the return of 
migrants brings in new agricu ltura l methods and new crops which may 
increase agricu ltu ra l production. However, Standing’ s case study in
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five villages in Malaysia (1982: 21) showed that men who migrated back 
from urban areas did not bring back skills useful to the village.
Hugo (1978: 288), in his survey in West Java, argued that return 
migrants may be less effective in agricultural production than non­
migrants because most of them did not want to work in the agricultural 
sector. These conclusions are supported by other studies, such as 
Saefullah (1981: 71), who states that more than 80 per cent of returned 
migrants wanted to work in the non-agricultural sector, particularly 
service work. Similarly, Wibowo (1983: 84) and Suwarno (1979: 72) both 
showed that return migrants were more effective in non-agricultural 
activities, such as sales, trade and service work, despite low wages 
for these activities. They felt content with these types of work, 
because they have higher status than agricultural work.
2.3.4 The Flows of Cash
A positive and general impact of mobility on the areas of origin 
is remittances sent home by migrants. Connell (1981) showed that the 
scale of remittance flows depends on the links between the migrant’s 
family and the characteristics of the migrant, such as education, 
income, occupation and marital status. Generally, rural to rural 
migration results in much lower remittances than rural to urban 
migration. Arifin (1980), in her studies in Malaysia, also notes that 
remittances seemed to have positive effects on places or origin. As in 
other countries, the scale of remittance flows depended on the 
migrant's skills or education and type of occupation.
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Hugo (1982) found tha t in  West Java almost a l l  non-permanent 
migrants sent back money or goods to  th e ir  fa m ilie s . Remittances 
accounted fo r  nearly 50 per cent o f th e ir  incomes. The re la t iv e  
importance of remittances in  the income of the households from which 
the migrants o rig ina ted  varied according to  the type of m o b ility . Hugo 
showed tha t the bulk o f the remittances were generally spent on 
household basics, especia lly  food purchases and c lo th ing . Some money 
was spent only on education or invested in  housing.
A case study of squatter areas in  Yogyakarta by E ffend i (1983: 
36) found tha t in  the slum areas unmarried migrants sent back nearly 
45 per cent of th e ir  income to  th e ir  fa m ilie s , even though they may not 
have had a permanent job . S im ila r ly , Wibowo's (1983: 54) survey of 
squatter settlements in  Surabaya, East Java, found tha t female migrants 
sent back much more money than male migrants (see also Junus, 1978; 
Brem, 1982: 54).
2.4 Summary
Population movement has been an important fa c to r in  population 
re d is tr ib u tio n  in  Indonesia. There have been important ru ra l-to -u rban , 
ru ra l- to - ru ra l,  and urban-to-urban movements and in te rn a l m igration 
w ith in  provinces. In  Indonesia, males are more m igratory than females.
Rural-to-urban migrants are usually be tte r educated than the 
non-migrants in  the areas of o r ig in . In  general, m o b ility  removes 
excess labour which the agrarian sector cannot absorb. In  Indonesia, 
workers are moving to  urban areas in  search of jobs w ith higher wages 
than a g r ic u ltu ra l work. They also seek to  improve th e ir  education and
s k i l ls .
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M o b ility  in to  large c i t ie s  may also have some e ffe c t on wage 
le ve ls . Under perfec t free-market conditions, the excess labour in  the 
urban employment markets should lower the wage ra tes, as workers 
compete w ith one another fo r  ava ilab le  pos itions . Some migrants l iv e  
in  poverty in  shanty towns, while others l iv e  in  be tte r houses, have 
permanent jobs and are re la t iv e ly  w e ll-o f f .
Another consequence of m o b ility  are cash remittances made by 
migrants to  re la tiv e s  who have stayed behind. Several w rite rs  have 
argued tha t the ad d ition a l income brought back can mean the d iffe rence 
between extreme economic need and re la t iv e  abundance to  the communities 
of o r ig in . Thus, the feedback e ffe c ts  of re tu rn  m igration may have 
favourable consequences in  the areas of o r ig in . The re tu rn  o f migrants 
who are re la t iv e ly  s k il le d  has been postulated as a fa c to r tha t may 
con tribu te  to  an improvement in  the socio-economic conditions in  the 
areas of o r ig in , but is  less important in  the a g r ic u ltu ra l sector 
because most do not bring back a g r ic u ltu ra l s k i l ls .
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CHAPTER 3
THE CHARACTERISTICS OF MIGRANTS AND NON-MIGRANTS
This c h ap te r  focuses  on some of the  b as ic  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of both 
m igrants  and non-migrants in  the  two v i l l a g e  a reas  of the  Popula tion  
M obility  Survey in  East Java . The m igrants  and non-migrants s e le c te d  
in  t h i s  p a r t  of the  a n a ly s is  were those  aged 13 years  and above a t  the  
time of the  survey in  1980. The sample was l im i te d  to  those  who had 
moved w ith in  th e  10 year period  before  the  survey. In t h i s  a n a ly s is  the  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  to  be considered  a re  age, sex, le v e l  of educa tion , 
m a r i ta l  s t a t u s ,  occupation , and ( f o r  m igrants  only) d u ra t io n  s ince  
leav ing  the  v i l l a g e  of o r ig in  and landowning s t a t u s  of households a t  
the  time of m ig ra tio n .
An im portan t a spec t of p o pu la tion  m ob ili ty  a n a ly s is  i s  the  study 
of th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of people who m igrate and a lso  of those  who do 
not m ig ra te .  General s tu d ie s  of p o pu la tion  m ob ili ty  have noted th a t  
m ob ili ty  i s  s e l e c t i v e  of p a r t i c u l a r  s e c t io n s  of the  popu la tion  such as 
males, young a d u l t s ,  those  with more education  and those  not m arried . 
Migrants tend to  be young and s in g le  because they have no dependents 
and few p e rso n a l  p o ssess io n s  to  be moved. Migrants a lso  tend to  be 
b e t t e r  educated because t h i s  le ad s  to  a h igher  p ro b a b i l i ty  of o b ta in ing  
a b e t t e r  job  and a h igher wage in  the  d e s t i n a t io n  p lace .  Moreover, the  
p e rso n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of the  m igrants  a re  the  members of t h e i r  
households a re  im portan t because th e se  in d iv id u a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  could 
have an e f f e c t  on the  p lace s  of both o r ig in  and d e s t i n a t io n .  This 
ch ap te r  examines m igra tion  in  r e l a t i o n  to  th e se  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .
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3.1 Age and Sex
As stated above, general studies show tha t m o b ility  is  se lec tive , 
w ith migrants usually being in  the younger ages, more educated and more 
l ik e ly  to  be male. White and Woods (1980: 14) noted tha t the 
propensity to  move is  greatest in  the young adu lt age groups, 
p a r t ic u la r ly  those under age 30 years, in  economically advanced 
soc ie ties . Corner (1981) explains th a t young adults are more l ik e ly  to 
migrate because they have lower d ire c t opportun ity and psychic costs 
than o lder people. Connell e t a l . , (1976: 39), in  th e ir  study o f North 
Indian v illa g e s , found tha t nearly tw o -th irds  (60 per cent) of adult 
migrants were in  the age group 15-24 years. Studies in  Indonesia by 
Hugo (1978: 191), Mantra (1983) and Opper (1983) found tha t the 
propensity to  migrate is  greatest fo r  ages 20-39 years, w ith female 
migrants tending to  be younger than male.
Age and sex, therefore may be important determinants of 
population m o b ility . The age and sex d is tr ib u tio n s  of migrants and 
non-migrants in  th is  study are presented in  Table 3.1 The sex ra t io  of 
non-migrants was 95, compared w ith 273 fo r  migrants or 127 fo r  both 
combined (migrants and non-m igrants). This sex ra t io  (273 or 127) 
ind ica tes an undercount o f females p a rt ly  because some may not have 
been counted because o f out m igration of females fo r  marriage, while 
others may have moved more than 10 years before survey, and thus have 
been excluded. I t  is  also c lea r from the data tha t the migrants in  
th is  study are much younger than the non-migrants. The median ages of 
male and female migrants were 32 and 26 years, while those of non­
migrants, were 40 and 36 years. More than h a lf (57 per cent) o f male 
migrants and three-quarters (77 per cent) of female migrants were under
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Table 3.1: Percentage Distribution of Migrants and Non-Migrants by Age
and Sex (Age 15 and over)
Migrants Migrants not
Interviewed Interviewed All Migrants Non-Migrants
Age Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
24 7 27 36 53 25 46 24 27
25-29 8 22 23 17 18 18 10 11
30-34 16 19 13 11 14 13 8 11
35-39 11 11 6 9 8 9 7 8
40-44 19 11 10 7 13 8 8 10
45-49 15 8 7 4 10 5 19 13
50+ 24 3 5 - 12 1 24 20
Total 100 101 100 101 100 100 100 100
N 116 37 205 101 321 138 438 460
Median age 40 29 28 24 32 26 40 36
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
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age 35, compared to less than h a lf (42 per cent and 49 per cent) o f 
non-migrants.
There were also considerable va ria tion s  in  the age and sex 
d is tr ib u t io n  o f migrants who were interviewed and migrants who were not 
interviewed (in fo rm ation  on the la t te r  was obtained from the heads of 
households from which they m igrated). Around one-th ird  (32 per cent) 
of male migrants who were interviewed were under age 35, compared to 
nearly three-quarters (72 per cent) o f male migrants who were not 
interviewed. S im ila r ly , female migrants who were not interviewed 
tended to  be younger than those who were interviewed. The data 
ind ica te  tha t the migrants who were interviewed are not representative 
o f a l l  migrants from these two v illa g e s , as males were over-represented 
and the median ages were higher fo r  both sexes. I t  should be noted 
tha t the to ta l number of female migrants who were interviewed was very 
small, only 37 migrants (less than 25 per cent of the number of 
interviewed m igrants), and therefore the d iffe rences between female 
migrants and non-migrants must be considered w ith caution.
3.2 Education
The re la tio n sh ip  between m o b ility  and le v e l of education has not 
been d e f in ite ly  stated. Zachariah (1964) in  h is  study in  the Indian 
Sub-Continent, found no consistent re la tio n sh ip  between education and 
m igration. S im ila r ly , Goldstein (1971) concluded tha t m igration was 
not d ire c t ly  re la ted  w ith le v e l of education in  Thailand. On the other 
hand, Sahota (1978), based on h is study in  B ra z ilia , and Connell 
et a l . ,  (1976: 60), on the basis o f an extensive survey of studies of 
ru ra l population movement throughout the Third World, report tha t an
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important relationship existed between level of education; a higher or 
better education creates the tendency to migrate to urban areas. 
Bouvier et a l. ,  (1976) and Young (1980: 112) generalized that people 
who spent a longer time in education were more migratory than people 
who spent only a few years at school, because people wishing to obtain 
higher education have a greater tendency to make a residentia l move 
from th e ir home.
Several studies in  Indonesia such as those of Mantra (1983: 16) 
and Sunarto (1983) based on analysis of the 1971 and 1980 censuses, 
state that migrants tend to have more education than non-migrants. 
Suharso (1977: 8) notes that migrants coming to Jakarta have higher 
levels of education than those of the to ta l population of Indonesia. 
In a study of migration in  Surabaya (the capita l of East Java 
province), McCutcheon (1983) noted that in  general migrants, both 
permanent or temporary, and also c ircu la tors have higher levels of 
education than those of non-migrants in  the place of orig in . 
S im ilarly, Brem (1982: 29), based on his study in  three subdistricts in  
Gunung Kidul (Yogyakarta province), shows that migrants to Yogyakarta 
c ity  tended to have more education than those who never migrated.
Table 3.2 shows the level of educational attainment of migrants 
and non-migrants in  the study villages. These data were lim ited to 
formal education and do not include other types of education such as 
re lig ious boarding school (pondok pesantren) . Although many migrants 
were poorly educated, pa rticu la rly  migrants interviewed in the place of 
o rig in , th is  is  a re flection  of the levels of education in  Java as a 
whole and not only a characteristic peculiar to th is  population. In 
fact, migrants were better educated than non-migrants. Nearly twice as
Table 3.2: Percentage Distribution of Migrants and Non-Migrants by
Level of Education and Sex (Age 15 and over)
I pv/p] n f
Migrants
Interviewed
Migrants not
Interviewed All Migrants Non-Migrants
Education Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
Never attended 
school 3 5 6 4 5 4 14 28
Some primary school 22 30 40 31 32 29 35 35
Finished primary 
school 45 46 21 28 33 35 36 29
Some Intermediate 
school 17 11 6 8 10 9 3 3
Finished Intermediate 
school 3 8 2 7 2 7 4 3
Some high school 2 - 11 12 7 9 3 2
Finished high school 
and over 8 - 14 11 11 7 4 -
Total 100 100 100 101 100 100 100 100
N 116 37 205 101 321 138 438 460
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
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many male migrants (20 per cent) had finished intermediate school and 
above compared to non-migrants (11 per cent) and fo r females the 
difference was even greater (23 per cent versus 5 per cent). 
Furthermore, about 13 per cent of male migrants and 8 per cent of 
female migrants who were interviewed had finished intermediate school 
and above compared to 27 per cent of male migrants and 30 per cent of 
female migrants who were not interviewed. These differences in 
education between migrants and non-migrants are partly caused by the 
fact that higher education fa c i l i t ie s  are lim ited in  ru ra l areas, and 
those villagers who atta in higher education outside the ir v illage often 
do not return to liv e  there. This is  because the ir education has not 
prepared them fo r the types of work in  th e ir v illage or because the 
wages there are lower than they expect.
3.3 Marital Status
A study in  Jakarta, Indonesia by Suharso (1977: 3) has shown that 
migration is  also selective of marital status. Nearly half of male and 
a quarter of female migrants who had migrated less than five  years 
previously had never been married. Anaf (1984: 23) based on her study 
in  Pasar Rebo, Jakarta, noted that the proportion of females never 
married varied by type of occupation of female migrant. Factory 
workers, about 70 per cent were never married, while fo r other workers 
the figure was less than 40 per cent.
The marital status of migrants and non-migrants in  the study 
villages is  shown in  Table 3.3. Three categories of marital status at 
the time of the survey were distinguished; never married, currently 
married and formerly married (divorced and widowed) but the marital
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Table 3.3: Percentage Distribution of Migrants and Non-Migrants by
Marital Status and Sex (Age 15 and over)
Migrants Migrants not
Interviewed Interviewed All Migrants Non-Migrants
Marital Status Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
Never married 37 46 40 43 39 43 32 21
Currently married 61 49 57 56 59 54 64 68
Divorce, widowed 2 5  3 1  3 2  4 11
Total 100 100 100 100 101 99 100 100
N 116 37 205 101 321 138 438 460
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
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Status of migrants a t the time o f moving was not determined. 
S u rp ris ing ly , there is  not much d iffe rence  in  m a rita l sta tus between 
male migrants and non-migrants, w ith  about one-th ird  o f each group 
reported ly never married (X2 = 3 .96). The d iffe rences between female 
migrants and non-migrants, however, were s ig n if ic a n t (X2 = 25.66), w ith  
43 per cent o f female migrants compared w ith  21 per cent of non­
migrants reported as never married. The high percentage never married 
among female migrants is  probably caused by the fa c t th a t those who 
migrate are seeking jobs or jo in in g  re la tiv e s , and also th is  group was 
much younger than the non-migrants. The d iffe rence between the two 
groups (interviewed and not interviewed) were not very great fo r  th is  
c h a ra c te r is tic .
3.4 Occupation
In  general, people migrate to  other places in  search of jobs tha t 
enable them to  escape from poverty. In  the destina tion  place, however, 
jobs may not be as abundant as the migrants were led to be lieve. Based 
on the 1971 Indonesian census, Supadi (1979: 65) sta tes tha t of 
migrants from Java and B a li to  Sumatra, Kalimantan and Sulawesi, nearly 
75 per cent work in  the a g r ic u ltu ra l sectors. Migrants who do not work 
in  the a g r ic u ltu ra l sector mostly work in  sales, services, small 
industry  and transpo rta tion . Suharso et a l 's . ,  (1976: 21) survey of 
migrants in  Jakarta, states tha t migrants who have few s k i l ls ,  have 
more d i f f ic u l t y  ge tting  permanent jobs and are forced in to  marginal 
occupations.
There are great d i f f ic u l t ie s  in  making a de ta iled  comparison of 
occupations o f migrants and non-migrants, because the to ta l sample of
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the migrants interviewed was too small (153). Therefore the main 
occupations of migrants and non-migrants have been classified in to 
broad categories, and the resulting d is tribu tion  is  shown in Table 3.4.
These data show that about 40 per cent of male and 51 per cent of 
female non-migrants work in  agricu ltura l a c tiv itie s , as farmers (on own 
land, rented land or share-cropped land) and farm labourers. On the 
other hand, only 10 per cent of the migrants work in  agricu ltura l 
a c tiv itie s . As expected, the migrants' occupations are concentrated in 
non-agricultural a c tiv itie s  such as sk illed  workers, building 
labourers, manual labourers and traders. The most common occupation 
(34 per cent) fo r male migrants was in  the sk illed  workers category 
(bricklayers, carpenters, ta ilo rs  and others), but nearly the same 
proportion of male non-migrants also reported th is  occupation. 
Migrants who were interviewed in  the villages during the survey period 
were less lik e ly  than migrants not present to be engaged in 
agricu ltu ra l work or employed as o ff ic ia ls  in  the government or private 
companies. On the other hand, they were more lik e ly  to be unskilled 
workers. These differences may re fle c t the nature of these 
occupations, with unskilled workers having less security of employment 
and therefore being more lik e ly  to have periods of time when they could 
return home.
3.5 Specific Characteristic of Migrants 
3.5.1 Duration Since Migrating
According to Brem (1982), the duration since migrating is  related 
to the amount of cash brought back to the place of orig in , pa rticu la rly  
fo r temporary migrants. This indicates that the financia l s ituation of
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Table 3 .4 : Percentage D is t r ib u t io n  o f M igrants and Non-Migrants by
Type o f Main Occupation and Sex (Age 15 and over)
M igrants M igrants not A l l  Non-
In te rv iew ed In te rv iew ed M igrants* M igran ts**
iype ui ---------
Main Occupation Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
A g r ic u ltu ra l
workers 2 5 11 13 8 11 40 51
S k ille d  workers
B ric k la y e rs , 
ta i lo r s ,  
carpenters and 
o ther 36 11 33 18 34 16 31 3
U nsk ille d  workers
B u ild in g  laboure rs , 
d a ily  wages and 
o ther manual 
labourers 29 16 11 8 17 10 7 2
Commercial A c t iv i t ie s
Traders, p e tty  
tra d e rs , small-shop 
keeper 14 32 22 26 19 28 11 13
Government o f f i c ia ls ,  
p r iv a te  company 
employees 9 11 17 13 14 12 8 5
Home d u tie s  and 
others 10 24 6 23 7 23 3 25
T o ta l 100 99 100 101 99 100 100 99
N 116 37 189 93 305 130 385 414
Source: Tabulated from East Java Popula tion M o b ility  Survey, 1980
*  excludes 24 persons a ttend ing  school 
* *  excludes 99 persons a ttend ing  school
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migrants improves with increases in the duration since leaving their 
place of origin. In addition, Brem mentioned that the proportion who 
felt urban life was better than village life also increased with 
duration since leaving village of origin.
This study described the characteristics of the migrants by 
duration since leaving village of origin. The distribution of the 
migrants leaving the village by sex is shown in Table 3.5. These data 
indicate that around 44 per cent of male migrants and 56 per cent of 
female migrants left their village less than five years previously. 
There was no difference between migrants who were interviewed and those 
not interviewed in regard to the duration since migrating, with around 
44 per cent of both groups having left their village less than five 
years before the survey, with around 54 per cent for female. Among 
female migrants who were interviewed, the duration since migrating has 
more concentrated at less than three years (27 per cent) and more than 
seven years (24 per cent), while the figures for those not interviewed 
were about 17 per cent and 11 per cent. As stated in Table 3.1, the 
median age of females migrants was younger than that for males, 
however, there was no difference between males and females in terms of 
the duration since leaving place of origin.
3.5.2 Household Landowning Status
The characteristics of the migrants by household landowning 
status are shown in Table 3.6. Almost all migrants who came from 
households having no agricultural land (76 per cent) left their village 
of origin five years or more before the survey, compared to migrants 
who came from households having some land (34 per cent). The data
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Table 3.5: Percentage Distribution of Duration Since Migrating by Sex
(Age 15 and over)
Duration since 
migrating (year)
Migrants
Interviewed
Migrants Not 
Interviewed All Migrants
Male Female Male Female Male Female
O 9 27 12 17 11 20
3 - <4 9 11 18 19 15 17
4 - <5 25 5 14 20 17 17
5 - 4 6 20 14 26 16 25 14
6 - 4 7 34 19 21 18 26 18
7 - 1 0
(1970-1980)
3 24 9 11 7 14
Total 100 100 100 101 101 100
N 116 37 205 101 321 138
Average 5.19 5.22 5.05 4.81
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
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Table 3 .6 : Percentage D is tr ib u t io n  o f D uration Since M ig ra ting  ' by 
Household's Landowning S tatus (Age 15 and over)
Household's Landowning S tatus (m2)
D ura tion  since 
m ig ra ting
T o ta l 
having 
no land
T o ta l
having
some
land 1-2500
2501-
5000 * 5001 Tota l(N )
M igrants in te rv iew ed
< 5 years 20 76 87 78 71 43(66)
?/ 5 years 79 24 13 22 30 56(87)
T o ta l 99 100 100 100 101
M igrants not 
in te rv iew ed
<5 years 26 63 72 64 57 48(147)
? 5 years 74 37 27 36 43 52(159)
T o ta l 100 100 99 100 100
A l l  m igrants
<5 years 23 , 66 77 68 60 46(213)
^ 5  years 76 34 23 32 40 54(246)
T o ta l 99 100 100 100 100 100(459)
Source: Tabulated from East Java P opula tion M o b ility  Survey, 1980
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ind ica te  there was l i t t l e  d iffe rence  between migrants who were 
interviewed and not interviewed according to  households landowning 
status and duration since m igrating . Although i t  is  d i f f i c u l t  to  
understand the re la tion sh ip  between the duration since leaving the 
v illa g e  and the ownership o f a g r ic u ltu ra l land, i t  seems safe to  say 
tha t people moved because th e ir  households had no land or not enough 
land to  support a l l  household members.
3.6 Discussion
There are a number of ch a ra c te ris tic s  which d if fe re n t ia te  
migrants from non-migrants. As found in  most stud ies, the migrants in  
th is  study were more l ik e ly  to  be males, and both male and female 
migrants tended to  be younger than non-migrants. As regards education, 
migrants in  general had higher le ve ls  o f education than non-migrants. 
There were no va ria tion s  in  m a rita l status between male migrants and 
non-migrants, but female migrants were more l ik e ly  to  be never 
married. Non-migrants worked in  the a g r ic u ltu ra l sector, while 
migrants worked in  n o n -a g ricu ltu ra l a c t iv i t ie s .  Household landowning 
status was re la ted  to  the duration since migrants l e f t  th e ir  home 
v illa g e . Recent migrants tended to came from households having land, 
while long-term migrants were dominated by migrants who came from 
households which had no a g r ic u ltu ra l land.
The two groups of migrants (those who were interviewed and those 
not interviewed) d iffe re d  in  age and education le ve ls . Migrants who 
were not present at the time of survey tended to  be younger and more 
educated. Inform ation on these migrants could be biased because i t  was 
obtained from the head of the household from which they moved. This
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study focuses on the 153 migrants who were interviewed, and who 
therefore could give personal information about the ir motivations fo r 
moving and the ir ties  to th e ir home v illage .
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CHAPTER 4
- FACTOR AFFECTING POPULATION MOBILITY
This d iscuss ion  o f the fa c to rs  a ffe c t in g  popu la tion  m o b ility  
begins w ith  an examination o f the reasons fo r  leav ing  ru ra l areas and 
fo r  choosing the place o f d e s tin a tio n . Two in te rve n in g  va ria b les  ( th a t 
is  va ria b les  which act to  f a c i l i t a t e  o r to  discourage movement between 
two places) w i l l  then be examined; sources o f in fo rm a tio n  about the 
place o f d e s tin a tio n , and the frequency o f v is i t s  before decid ing to  
move. Th is is  fo llow ed by a d iscuss ion  o f the dec is ion  to  move, 
in c lu d in g  the person who made the dec is ion  to  move and the time taken 
to  make the dec is ion . The la s t  sections consider the main type o f 
tra n s p o rta tio n  used and the person who paid fo r  the moving costs . A l l  
d iscussions in  th is  chapter are l im ite d  to  the 153 m igrants who had 
m igrated since 1970 but a t the tim e o f the survey were v is i t in g  th e ir  
home v i l la g e .  Two in d iv id u a l c h a ra c te r is t ic s  o f the m igrants — age 
and d u ra tio n  o f tim e since leav ing  the v i l la g e  o f o r ig in  — and one 
household c h a ra c te r is t ic  — landowning s ta tu s  — are the main c o n tro l 
va ria b le s  used to  exp la in  the causes o f and fa c to rs  a ffe c t in g  
popu la tion  m o b ility .
4 .1  Reasons fo r  Leaving Rural Areas
This sec tion  is  concerned w ith  the cause o f popu la tion  m o b ility ,  
th a t is  the main reason fo r  m igrants leav ing  the v il la g e  and choosing 
the d e s tin a tio n  p lace. Many people leave ru ra l hamlets fo r  economic 
reasons, because they want to  improve th e ir  economic circum stances. 
However, many s tud ies  have found th a t non-economic motives — fo r
41
marriage, or to join family, relatives or friends —  also are important 
reasons for people leaving their place of origin (Chapter 2, Section 
2.2).
As stated earlier, the push factors of population mobility are 
poor economic conditions and unemployment, especially in developing 
countries. This situation can be seen in the villages of this study, 
where over half of the labour force is in the non-agricultural sector. 
On the other hand, there are not many activities, especially in the 
non-agricultural sector, which can absorb the increasing labour force, 
and the effect is unemployment or underemployment. As a result many 
people from these villages are migrating to other places to seek 
employment. Such migration may be permanent or temporary, and tends 
towards the larger cities such as Malang, Surabaya, Semaran and 
Jakarta. In general, the large cities act as strong 'puli' factors for 
rural people who expect to get a job with high wages. However, part of 
the problem is that sometimes they cannot get a job as soon as they 
expect because of lack of experience or skills, particularly in the 
non-agricultural sector. Although there are many difficulties faced by 
migrants looking for employment in the destination areas, population 
movement (rural to urban or rural to rural) continues to increase 
(Mantra, 1981: 174).
In this study, the reason for leaving the place of origin was 
determined from an open-ended question: "What was your reason for 
deciding to move from your village of origin?" The interviewers were 
instructed to ask the question, and after the respondents had given as 
many answers as they wished, the interviewers asked which reason was 
the most important and which one was the second most important. In
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th is  study only 10 to  20 per cent of migrants gave a second answer fo r  
a l l  open-ended questions, so only the f i r s t  reason is  analysed.
Tirtosudarmo (1984: 68) in  h is  study in  East Java, noted tha t 
respondents' answers to  open-ended questions are generally sub jective . 
The reason fo r  m igrating given by respondents at the time of the survey 
may be d if fe re n t from the reason tha t would have been given at the time 
of movement, and th is  could be due to  memory lapse or to  changing 
s itu a tio n s . A fte r they m igrate, some ch a ra c te ris tics  o f in d iv id u a l 
migrants may change, fo r  example education, m a rita l status and 
occupation, which could a ffe c t the answers to  open-ended questions. 
Generally, the migrants had l i t t l e  d i f f ic u l t y  in  answering the question 
on why they le f t  the v illa g e  of o r ig in , but th e ir  answers were ra ther 
d i f f i c u l t  to  group in to  categories fo r  analys is.
For th is  study, the main reasons fo r  leaving place of o r ig in  were 
c la s s if ie d  in to  three categories. F ir s t  are economic reasons, which 
include looking fo r  employment, to  f in d  a be tte r job , trad ing , 
education and so on. The answers coded as "to  improve th e ir  education" 
(3 migrants) are included w ith  economic reasons because those who are 
more educated usually have higher wages and also because the m otivation 
to improve one's education is  re la ted to  gaining a b e tte r job . The 
second category is  fam ily  reasons, such as to  accompany re la tiv e s , or 
to  jo in  parents or fr ie n d s . In  the th ird  category are the 
so c io -c u ltu ra l reasons, which include being ashamed to  work in  
a g r ic u ltu ra l jobs or looking fo r  new experiences. Table 4.1 ind ica tes 
tha t around tw o -th ird s  of the migrants l e f t  th e ir  home v illa g e  fo r  
economic reasons. They assumed tha t the des tina tion  place is  be tte r 
than th e ir  place of o r ig in  fo r  improving th e ir  economic cond itions.
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Table 4 .1 : Reason fo r  Leaving Place o f O r ig in , According to  Age,
D uration Since M ig ra ting  and Household's Landowning Status 
(percentage)
Reasons fo r  Leaving Place o f 
O rig in
Economic
C on tro l and Socio-
V ariab les Education Family C u ltu ra l T o ta l
Age
15-39 54 41 4 100 (78)
40+ 68 24 8
oo•—i (75)
X2 =: 5.5
D uration Since M ig ra ting
5 years 52 44 5 101 (66)
?/ 5 years 68 24 7 100 (87)
X2 = 11.88* *
Household's Landowning 
Status
Has land 65 29 6 100 (62)
Has no land 60 35 5 100 (91)
X2 = 4.86
T o ta l 61 33 6 100
N 94 50 9 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java P opula tion M o b ility  Survey, 1980
*  s ig n if ic a n t  a t .05 le v e l
* *  s ig n if ic a n t  a t .01 le v e l
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About one-th ird  of the migrants mention the fam ily  as the main reason 
fo r  leaving v illa g e  hamlets, and the res t (6 per cent) mentioned a 
so c io -c u ltu ra l reason as the important motive fo r  leaving the place of 
o r ig in .
As seen in  Table 4 .1 , there were no s ig n if ic a n t d iffe rences in  
reasons fo r  moving between younger and o lder m igrants, recent and long­
term migrants or migrants who came from households w ith and w ithout 
a g r ic u ltu ra l land. However, i t  is  in te re s tin g  to  note tha t recent 
migrants and younger migrants were more l ik e ly  than others to  mention 
fam ily  reasons as being most im portant. About 44 per cent o f recent 
migrants or 41 per cent of younger migrants mentioned tha t fam ily  was 
the main reason fo r  moving, while only 24 per cent of the o lder or 
long-term migrants. Nearly 75 per cent o f the female migrants (37 
m igrants, tabu la tion  not shown) mentioned the reason fo r  moving was to 
jo in  or accompany husband, parents or re la tiv e s . This f in d in g  is  
s im ila r to  those of other studies in  East Java by Tirtosudarmo (1984) 
and Sudamar (1983), which stated tha t the main reason fo r  female 
m igration was because they were dependents, and thus were fo llow ing  
husbands or re la tiv e s .
4.2 The Reasons fo r  Choosing Place of D estination
The reasons fo r  choosing the des tina tion  place were also based on 
an open-ended question: "What was your reason fo r  choosing tha t place 
as your des tina tion  when you decided to  leave your v illa g e  of o rig in? " 
As w ith the reason fo r  leaving the home v illa g e , th is  discussion is  
lim ite d  to  the main reason given because only 18 per cent gave a second
answer.
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Around half the migrants gave family reasons for selecting place 
of destination, followed by economic motives (one-third) with the 
remainder giving socio-cultural reasons (Table 4.2). This differs from 
the reasons for migrants leaving their home village, where economic 
motives were the dominant factors rather than family and socio-cultural 
reasons. This finding is similar to that in a study in Irian Jaya by 
Rumbiak (1983: 44) which stated that family reasons and "to be close to 
their village" were the main reasons for selecting the place of 
destination. It may be that the socio-psychological aspects are more 
important than differences in wages between various places of 
destination. About 65 per cent of the migrants gave non-economic 
reasons (family and socio-cultural reasons) for selecting the 
destination place, while 61 per cent gave economic reasons for leaving 
the village of origin.
The reasons for selecting the destination place did not vary 
significantly between groups based on age, duration since leaving the 
village, and household landowning status. However, the tendency to 
give family reasons was more marked among younger migrants and recent 
migrants (about 64 per cent for both groups). This pattern is similar 
to that of reason for leaving rural areas, where younger migrants and 
recent migrants were more likely than older migrants and long-term 
migrants to mention the family as the reason for leaving the place of 
origin. The family thus appears to be an important factor influencing 
mobility decisions for younger migrants and more recent migrants for 
leaving.
This information from migrants seems to differ from observations 
by the study teams, who gained the impression that "family reason"
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Table 4.2: Reason for Choosing Place of Destination According to Age,
Duration Since Migrating and Household's Landowning Status 
(percentage)
Control
Variables
Reasons
Economic
and
Education
for Leaving 
Origin
Family
Place of
Socio­
cultural Total
Age
15-39 32 64 4 100 (78)
40+ 39
Duration Since Migrating
49 12 100 (75)
X2 = 8.85*
< 5 years 32 64 5 101 (66)
} 5 years
Household's Landowning 
Status
38 52 10 100 (87)
X2 = 10.09**
Has land 31 60 10 101 (62)
Has no land 38 55 7 100 (91)
X2 = 8.58*
Total 35 57 8 100
N 54 87 12 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
* significant at .05 level 
** significant at .01 level
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includes economic motives. For example, some migrants said they moved 
in order to join their family, but their family had a small shop in the 
destination place, and the migrants could find employment in that 
enterprise. Furthermore, because this analysis is based only on the 
main reasons for leaving the home village and choosing the destination 
place, and does not include secondary reasons, which may have been more 
visible to outside observers.
4.3 Mediating Factors
Mediating factors consist of variables which act to facilitate 
population movement between two places. The mediating factors examined 
in this section are information sources and the frequency of visits to 
the destination place prior to moving. For prospective migrants, 
information about the place of destination, both direct or indirect, is 
important in explaining the advantages and disadvantages of moving. 
Some prospective migrants first visited the destination place to 
evaluate the conditions before deciding to migrate.
4.3.1 Information Source
Generally, in rural communities, where levels of education are 
low, people tend to use oral or personal communications to send
messages or other information to relatives and friends in the
destination place. Furthermore, direct flows of information from
people to people are considered to be more reliable than information 
from newspapers or government announcements. People who are 
considering moving need basic information about the destination place, 
particularly about job opportunities, wages and temporary places to
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liv e . Such information usually comes from relatives or friends from 
th e ir home v illage who have migrated ea rlie r. Nearly three-fourths of 
the migrants reported that th is  information, especially about jobs and 
housing, was usually re liab le  (tabulation not shown). Table 4.3 
indicates that nearly half the migrants got the main information about 
the destination place from th e ir v is its  before they decided to migrate. 
Nearly the same proportion (45 per cent) got information from relatives 
or friends both in  the place of orig in  or in  the destination place, 
while the remainder (6 per cent) said they got such information from 
other sources such as contractors or headmen who came from other 
villages or the c ity  to recru it workers.
Information sources did not d if fe r  between the younger and older 
migrants, but the other two variables (duration since migrating and 
household landowning status) had a marked effect on th is  factor. 
However, th is  was mainly on whether the migrants got information from 
re latives or friend in the place of orig in  or the destination place. 
In the v illage of o rig in , the role of re latives or friends was more 
important fo r long-term migrants and migrants who came from households 
having no agricu ltu ra l land. On the other hand, the role of re latives 
or friends in  the place of destination was more important fo r recent 
migrants and fo r those who came from landowning households. This 
difference may be due to the d iffe ren t frequency of v is its  to the place 
of destination before the migrants decided to move, as discussed below, 
or to improvements in  public transportation, pa rticu la rly  buses and 
minibuses, a fte r 1975.
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Table 4.3: Main Information Source About Place of Destination
According to Age, Duration Since Migrating and Household's 
Landowning Status (percentage)
Information Sources
Relatives or 
friends in Others
place of (Headman,
Control Own- Destin- Contract-
Variables Visits Origin ation ors) Total
Age
15 - 39 49 29 18 4 100 (78)
40+ 49 27 16 8 100 (75)
X2 = 1.32
Duration Since Migrating
<5 years 51 6 35 5 100 (66)
5 years 47 33 6 7 100 (87)
X2 =: 12.62**
Household's Landowning
Status
Has land 48 6 35 10 99 (62)
Has No land 49 43 4 3 99 (91)
X2 == 40.89**
Total 49 28 17 6 100
N 75 43 26 9 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
** significant at .01 level
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4.3.2 Frequency of V is its
Lee (1975) stated that a v is i t  to the potential destination place 
was important fo r prospective migrants to find out through d irect 
observation more information about that place. In th is  study i t  was 
found that in  general, a fte r the prospective migrants obtained some 
information about possible destination places, they made great e ffo rts  
to v is i t  such places before they made plans to move. The frequency of 
v is its  to the destination place before moving could be affected by 
several factors, such as the distance between the village and place of 
destination, transportation fa c il i t ie s ,  cost of v is its , and whether or 
not there were relatives or friends in the destination places. In 
addition, success stories of the migrants may influence the prospective 
migrants to v is i t  such places.
For th is  analysis, the frequency of v is its  to the destination 
place before moving is  divided in to four categories: never v is ited, 
v is ited at least one or two times, v is ited ’'several" times, and vis ited 
"often". The data in  Table 4.4 show that only one-quarter of the 
migrants had never vis ited the place of destination before moving. Of 
these 39 migrants, around three-fourths (tabulation not shown) got 
d irect information from relatives or friends who had returned back home 
to the v illage to v is it  th e ir fam ily. About one-third of a l l  the 
migrants said that they v is ited the prospective destination place 
several times or more, and most of these (79 per cent) said that they 
had relatives or friends in  the destination place (tabulation not 
shown).
Table 4.4 indicates that there were s ign ifican t differences in  
the frequency of v is its  according to duration since leaving the village
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Table 4.4: Frequency of Visits to the Destination Place Before Moving
According to Age, Duration Since Migrating and Household's 
Landowning Status (percentage)
Control
Variables
Frequency of Visits Before Moving 
One to
Never Two Several
Visits Times Times Often Total
Age
15 - 39 22 41 12 26 101 (78)
40+ 29
Duration Since Migrating
' 40 13 17 99 (75) 
X2 = 2.26
< 5 years 15 35 14 36 100 (66)
5 years 33
Household's Landowning 
Status
45 11 10 99 (87)
X2 = 17.69**
Has land 23 29 21 27 100 (62)
Has No land 27 48 7 18 100 (91)
X2 = 11.5**
Total 25 41 12 22 100
N 39 62 19 33 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
* * significant at .01 level
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and household landowning sta tus, but not according to the age groups of 
the migrants. Those who migrated recently  appeared, on average, to  
have v is ite d  the destina tion  place more frequently  than those who had 
migrated f iv e  years or more prev ious ly . Migrants who came from 
households having a g r ic u ltu ra l land, v is ite d  more frequently  than those 
who came from households having no a g r ic u ltu ra l land. These d iffe rences 
may be due to  be tte r transpo rta tion  in  recent times or to  the greater 
f in a n c ia l resources of those who came from households having 
a g r ic u ltu ra l land.
Transportation costs are one of the basic fac to rs  a ffe c tin g  the 
frequency of v is i ts  before deciding to  m igrate, and the cost o f moving 
can be a s ig n if ic a n t obstacle, p a r t ic u la r ly  fo r  poor prospective 
migrants (Speare, 1971). Migrants who came from households w ith 
a g r ic u ltu ra l land possibly had more cash to  pay transport costs and 
therefore had greater contacts w ith th e ir  k in  or friends in  the 
p o te n tia l des tina tion  place. An increase in  low-cost transpo rta tion  
between v illa g e s  and c it ie s  since the Second Five Year Development Plan 
(1974-1979) has meant tha t those migrants who have moved since about 
1975 have been more l ik e ly  to  v is i t  the place of destina tion  before 
deciding to move.
4.4 The Decision to  Move
As stated e a r lie r  in  Chapter 2, Section 2.2 , several studies have 
investiga ted the fac to rs  which motivate m igration . Some have viewed 
m o b ility  as p r im a rily  motivated by economic reasons: migrants leave 
from areas where employment opportun ities  are stagnant, where incomes 
are low and the ra te  o f population growth is  high. Some people who
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faced problems in  th e ir home areas tr ie d  to leave to improve the ir 
economic circumstances. In general, they made the f in a l decision to 
leave a fte r discussions with parents and other close relatives and 
friends. This does not mean that such advice is  always accepted, 
because the f in a l decision depends on the intending migrants. Some 
migrants need less than a month to make the f in a l decision to move, and 
some migrants need a longer time.
4.4.1 Persons Who Decided to Move
This discussion is  based on the migrants' answers to the 
questions: "From whom did the f in a l decision to move to the destination 
place originate?" and "How long did you consider the decision to move?" 
Interviewers were instructed to probe to obtain as detailed a response 
as possible, but where more than one answer was given only the main 
answer is  used in  th is  analysis.
Mantra et a l . , (1983:46), Opper (1983) and Mudjahirin (1984) 
stated that people in  the villages often discussed problems such as 
jobs, agriculture a c tiv itie s , socio-economic conditions, community and 
family. At the v illage social gatherings such as marriage ceremonies 
and other types of selamatan (ceremonies to mark anniversaries of 
b irths and deaths and other important events), the discussion of the 
success stories of migrants is  very common (but not stories of migrants 
in  d if f ic u lt ie s ) .  Population mobility issues, pa rticu la rly  job 
opportunities and wages in other areas, are very commonly discussed by 
neighbours. However, in  th is  study about 69 per cent of the migrants 
said that they mainly discussed th e ir migration plans with re latives, 
while the remainder discussed th is  issue mainly with friends and the 
leaders in  th e ir v illage (tabulation not shown).
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About tw o-th irds  o f the migrants reported tha t the f in a l  decision 
to  migrate was an in d iv id u a l one or included th e ir  husband or w ife i f  
they were married (Table 4 .5 ). As stated e a r lie r  (Table 4 .4 ), 75 
per cent of the prospective migrants v is ite d  the place of destina tion  
before moving, and consequently most had a good knowledge of fac to rs  
such as employment opportun ities  before they decided to  m igrate. 
However, i t  is  l ik e ly  tha t they came to the f in a l  decision a fte r  
considering and evaluating advice, suggestions and other inform ation 
from a va rie ty  o f sources.
Age of the migrants was an important fa c to r in  determining who 
made the decision to  move, w ith the o lder migrants being more l ik e ly  to  
make the decision themselves than the younger migrants (80 versus 56 
per cen t). Some of the younger migrants may have had d i f f ic u l t ie s  in  
making such a decision, probably because of lack of work experience in  
no n -a g ricu ltu ra l jobs or fo r  fam ily  reasons. Possibly they had less 
power to  make such decisions in  th e ir  fam ily  o f o r ig in  than the o lder 
migrants.
A s im ila r and even stronger pa tte rn  was observed fo r  duration of 
m igration. Long-term migrants (those who had le f t  th e ir  v illa g e  f iv e  
years or more) were much more l ik e ly  to  make the decision by themselves 
(85 per cent) than were recent migrants (45 per cen t). Those who came 
from landowning households, on the other hand, were more l ik e ly  to  be 
subject to  the decisions o f th e ir  parents or fam ily  (41 versus 
20 per cent) than were those from households w ithout a g r ic u ltu ra l 
land. Not enough in form ation is  ava ilab le  about the decision making 
process in  Javanese households to  make a d e fin ite  statement about these 
d iffe rences. I t  is  possib le, however, tha t landowning households are
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Table 4 .5 : Person who Made Decision to  Move According to  Age, D uration
Since M ig ra ting  and Household's Landowning Status 
(percentage)
C on tro l
V ariab les
Person 1
M igrant 
alone 
or w ith  
Spouse
who Made Decision
M igrant M igrant 
and and Rel- 
Parents a tiv e s
to  Move
M igrant 
- and 
Friends T o ta l
Age
15 -  39 56 29 8 6 99 (78)
40+ 80
D uration Since M ig ra ting
16 3 1 100 (75)
X2 = 10.53*
< 5 years 45 38 11 6 100 (66)
^ 5 years 85
Household's Landowning 
S tatus
11 1 2 99 (87)
X2 = 27.07**
Has land 52 31 10 8 100 (62)
Has No land 79 18 2 1 99 (91)
X2 = 15.38**
T o ta l 68 23 5 4 100
N 104 35 8 6 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java P opula tion  M o b ility  Survey, 1980
*  s ig n if ic a n t  a t .05 le v e l 
* *  s ig n if ic a n t  a t .01 le v e l
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more lik e ly  to make decisions corporately, including decisions about 
migration.
4.4.2 Time Taken to Make the Decision to Move
Table 4.6 shows the average time taken to consider moving. This 
survey found that the minimum time taken fo r decision making was three 
days (3 migrants) and the maximum was six months (7 migrants). Nearly 
ha lf (46 per cent) of a l l  migrants said that they needed between one 
and four months to make th is  decision. The current age of the migrants 
was not a s ign ifican t factor in  determining th is  period, nor was 
landowning status, but duration of migration was highly s ign ifican t. 
Migrants who had le f t  the village less than five  years previously 
tended to need to shorter time to make a decision than did migrants who 
le f t  the v illage five  years ago or more. Almost half (48 per cent) of 
recent migrants, compared with 18 per cent of long-term migrants, said 
that they needed less than one month to make the ir decision. I t  is  
possible that the shorter time taken to make the decision to move among 
recent migrants is  related to the frequency of v is its  to the 
destination place before they decided to move.
As show ea rlie r in  Table 4.4, around half the recent migrants had 
vis ited the destination place "several" times, or "often", before they 
decided to move, compared to less than a quarter (21 per cent) of the 
long-term migrants. Furthermore, Table 4.3 shows that around 
35 per cent of the recent migrants got information from th e ir re latives 
and friends in  the destination place, compared to only 6 per cent of 
the long-term migrants. Such d irect sources of information from 
relatives p rio r to moving could increase the prospective migrants'
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Table 4 .6 : Time Taken fo r  Decision to  Move According to  Age, D uration
Since M ig ra ting  and Household's Landowning Status 
(percentage)
C on tro l
V ariab les
Duration Taken fo r  Decision
Less One One More
than week to  month to  than
one fo u r  fo u r fo u r
week weeks months months T o ta l
Age
15 -  39 17 18 49 17 101 (78)
40+ 9
D uration Since M ig ra ting
19 44 28 100 (75) 
X2 = 3.97
< 5 years 18 30 23 29 100 (66)
7/  5 years 9
Household's Landowning
9 64 17 99 (87)
X2 = 27 . 72* *
Status
Has land 19 15 42 24 100 (62)
Has No land 9 21 49 21 100 (91) 
X2 = 4.6
T o ta l 20 18 46 22 99
N 20 28 71 34 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Popula tion  M o b ility  Survey, 1980
*  s ig n if ic a n t  a t .05 le v e l 
* *  s ig n if ic a n t  a t .01 le v e l
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knowledge of an a ttitu d e s  to  the advantages and disadvantages of th e ir  
plans to  move, and also could a ffe c t the time taken to  make the 
decision to  move.
4.5 Transportation
The opportun ities  o f the v illa g e  residents to  tra v e l to  other 
places depends on the a v a ila b i l i ty  o f roads and transpo rta tion  passing 
through or near them. The population l iv in g  in  places near main roads 
running to  s u b d is tr ic t centres have greater opportun ities  fo r  m o b ility  
inc lud ing  the v illa g e rs  in  th is  study. Since the F ir s t  and Second 
Five-Year Development Plans (1969-1974 and 1974-1979), the road 
communications between m un ic ipa lity  centres, regency centres, 
s u b d is tr ic t centres and v illa g e s  have been g rea tly  improved and 
developed. This led to  rapid increases in  pub lic  transpo rta tion  
f a c i l i t ie s ,  especia lly  buses, minibuses and p riva te  veh ic les, in  
p a r t ic u la r  motorcycles and b icycles (Indonesia, Department of 
In form ation , 1982: 257).
Hugh (1981) based on h is  survey in  West Java, and Mantra (1981) 
in  h is  study in  Yogyakarta, stated th a t improvements in  road and 
tra nspo rta tion  f a c i l i t ie s  have had p o s itiv e  e ffe c ts  on socio-economic 
development, communications and population movement. They concluded 
tha t the major improvements in  pub lic  transport f a c i l i t ie s  and cheaper 
transpo rta tion  costs, in  both ru ra l and urban areas, have increased the 
volume o f population m o b ility . This is  in  some pa rt due to  the numerous 
buses, minibuses and motorcycles which have penetrated many previously
iso la ted  areas.
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As shown in  Table 4.7, the majority of migrants, around 65 
per cent, went to the destination places by public transportation 
(buses, minibuses or tra ins ), while 22 per cent of the migrants 
travelled in  private trucks, and the remainder (13 per cent) went by 
motorcycles or bicycles. Most of those who travelled by trucks work as 
bricklayers, building workers and other unskilled workers for 
contractors, who often used th e ir trucks to pick up the labourers in 
th e ir v illage of o rig in , i f  public transportation was not available.
The age of the migrants and the duration of migration were not 
s ign ifican t factors in  determining the type of transportation used, but 
household landowning status of the migrants was highly s ign ifican t, 
with those migrants who came from households having no land being more 
lik e ly  to trave l by public transportation. Migrants who were building 
workers in  Jakarta (14 migrants), Yogyakarta and other places in 
Central Java provinces (19 migrants) mostly travelled by tra in , because 
th is  was the cheapest form of public transportation. A group of 
cigarette factory workers in  Kediri and Malang (18 migrants) went by 
company trucks because they were provided at very low cost. In general 
i t  can be said that migrants tend to use cheaper types of 
transportation, in  order to save money. Also, the variations in  the 
type of transportation used by migrants may be due to differences in  
occupation or to the changes in  types of transportation fa c il i t ie s  in  
recent times, with minibuses becoming more popular.
4.6 Persons who Paid Migrants Moving Cost
This discussion of persons who paid the migrants moving costs is  
very lim ited, because i t  is  based only on the transportation costs. 
Other costs, such as clothing, housing and other establishment costs,
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Table 4.7: Type of Transportation Used by Migrants Moving to the
Destination Place According to Age, Duration Since 
Migrating and Household's Landowning Status (percentage)
Type of Transportation
Control
Variables
Age
15 - 39 63 24 9 4 100 (78)
40+ 68
Duration Since Migrating
19 12 1 100 (75) 
X2 = 1.99
< 5 years 53 27 15 5 100 (66)
7/ 5 years
Household's Landowning 
Status
75 17 7 1 100 (87)
X2 = 8.08* 
Has land 47 29 19 5 100 (62)
Has No land 78 • 16 4 1 100 (91)
X2 = 18.08**
Total 65 22 10 3 100
N 100 33 16 4 153
Mini­
buses, Bicycles
Buses & Motor- and
Trains Trucks cycles others Total
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
* significant at .05 level
** significant at .01 level
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are not included. This study also did not collect information about 
what proportion of the moving costs was financed by parents, relatives, 
friends or the migrants themselves. The following table shows the 
response to the question: "Who paid for your moving costs to the place 
of destination when you moved for the f i r s t  time?"
As seen in Table 4.8 the majority of the migrants (70 per cent) 
paid most of the moving costs by themselves. Based on information from 
some of the leaders in these villages (tabulation not shown), nearly 
half the migrants who paid by themselves borrowed money from their 
close relatives or neighbours, partly for paying the moving costs, 
especially for migrants to Jakarta, South Sumatra and East Kalimantan. 
Usually they returned that money after they earned enough income or 
when they visited the ir family in the village of origin.
For the remaining group, the moving costs were paid by parents or 
relatives (20 per cent) or by the ir friends (10 per cent). There were 
significant differences according to the duration of migrating and 
landowning status, but not according to age of migrants. Recent 
migrants were more likely than long-term migrants (30 versus 13 
per cent) to have moving costs paid by the ir parents or relatives. 
Similarly, those who came from households having no land were more 
likely than those from landowning households to have their moving costs 
paid by parents or relatives (26 versus 12 per cent). Although the 
transportation moving costs in most cases were not very high, migrants 
who came from households with no land were usually poorer, and 
therefore more of them could be expected to require the help of the ir 
parents and relatives to pay the ir moving costs. As for recent 
migrants, because more of them migrated longer distances, the ir parents
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Table 4.8: Person who Paid Majority of Moving Costs According to Age,
Duration Since Migrating and Household's Landowning Status 
(percentage)
Control
Variables
Person who Paid Moving Costs 
Parents
Migrant Relatives Friends Total
Age
15-39 68 26 6 100 (78)
40+ 72
Duration Since Migrating
15 13 100 (75) 
X2 = 4.24
<• 5 years 61 30 9 100 (66)
5 years
Household's Landowning 
Status
77 13 10 100 (87)
X2 = 7.29*
Has land 74 12 14 100 (62)
Has no land 67 26 7 100 (91)
X2 = 6.95*
Total 70 20 10 100
N 107 31 15 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
* significant at .05 level
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and relatives were probably asked to support the greater transportation 
costs.
4.7 Discussion
This chapter has found that the main reasons given fo r leaving 
the rura l areas were economic, such as the lack of job opportunities, 
the knowledge of better wages in  other areas, and the in a b ility  of farm 
labourers to get ahead. On the other hand, family and socio-cultural 
ties  were stated as the main reasons fo r choosing the destination 
place. Although the information about job opportunities in  the 
destination areas appeared to be re liab le  in re a lity  migrants often had 
to wait fo r several days or weeks before starting to work in  a new job.
Recent migrants (those moving within the past five  years) 
reported v is itin g  the destination place more frequently than did the 
long-term migrants. Migrants who came from households which had land 
made such v is its  more often than did migrants who came from households 
which had no land. Distance, trave l expenses and transportation 
fa c il i t ie s  probably affected the frequency of v is its  before migrants 
made the f in a l decision to move. Migrants who came from households 
which had no land were more lik e ly  to make the decision to move by 
themselves, while migrants who came from households which had land were 
influenced by other persons in  th is  regard. Almost one th ird  of a l l  
migrants said that the time required to make th is  decision was less 
than a month, and half the migrants said they needed from one month to 
four months. Most migrants used public transportation, but some 
migrants said they travelled by truck, motorcycle, or bicycle. Nearly 
two-thirds of a l l  migrants said that they financed the move through
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their own resources. Parents and relatives played a lesser role in 
helping migrants to finance their travel expenses.
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CHAPTER 5
MIGRANT-VILLAGE TIES
This c h ap te r  i s  d iv ided  in to  fou r  s e c t io n s .  The f i r s t  s e c t io n  
d iscu sse s  th e  m ig ran ts '  c o n ta c ts  with v i l l a g e  households and ana lyses  
th e  frequency and d u ra t io n  of v i s i t s  back to  the  v i l l a g e  and the  main 
reason fo r  such v i s i t s .  The second s e c t io n  d iscu sse s  th e  flows of cash 
and goods from the  m igrants  to  th e  v i l l a g e  and from th e  v i l l a g e  to  the  
m igrants  during  the  year preceding  th e  survey in  1980. The t h i r d  and 
fo u r th  s e c t io n s  d iscu ss  th e  e f f e c t  of m ob ili ty  on th e  m igrants  and 
t h e i r  households in  the  v i l l a g e  and the  ro le  of m igrants  in  help ing  
p ro sp ec tiv e  and newer m igran ts .
5 .1  M igrants ' Contacts  with V il lag e
M ig ra n t-v i l la g e  t i e s  a re  im portan t because they can a f f e c t  the  
flows of cash , goods and fam ily r e l a t i o n s h ip s  between the  m igrants  and 
t h e i r  v i l l a g e  of o r ig in  in  both d i r e c t i o n s .  The flows a re  composed of 
cash , a g r i c u l t u r a l  p roduc ts ,  o th e r  k inds of goods, in fo rm ation  about 
the  v i l l a g e  of o r ig in  and th e  d e s t i n a t io n  p la ce .  M igrants u su a l ly  
s t i l l  have r e l a t io n s h ip s  with t h e i r  home communities fo r  family 
reaso n s ,  economic reasons or s o c io - c u l t u r a l  reasons . Those who came 
from households with a g r i c u l t u r a l  land o f te n  re tu rn  to  t h e i r  home 
v i l l a g e  when t h e i r  land needs to  be t i l l e d ,  a t  p la n t in g  time or 
e s p e c ia l ly  a t  th e  time f o r  h a rv e s t in g  c rops . Furtherm ore, the  
s o c i e t i e s  in  Java have t r a d i t i o n a l  ceremonies which a re  very im portan t 
to  most people , and thus  many m igrants  f e e l  th a t  i t  i s  t h e i r  duty to  
make f req u en t  v i s i t s  to  t h e i r  v i l l a g e  in  o rder  to  a t te n d  th e se  
ceremonies and m ain ta in  c lo se  t i e s .  This i s  re in fo rce d  by th e  opin ion
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of many migrants that the destination place is  only a temporary place 
of residence, and they s t i l l  continue to maintain close ties  with th e ir 
place of orig in  in  the expectation that they w il l  some day return to 
live  there.
Studies in  West Java by Hugo (1978) reported that the peak season 
fo r migrants to v is i t  th e ir places of orig in , pa rticu la rly  fo r 
permanent migrants, was at Lebaran (the f i r s t  day of the Moslem month 
of Shawwal when most people want to celebrate the Lebaran fe s tiva l with 
th e ir fam ilies and neighbours. Temporary migrants made more frequent 
v is its  to th e ir v illage households than did permanent migrants. A 
study in  Yogyakarta by Mantra (1981: 112) stated that Ruwah (the month 
before the fasting month when people fee l s p ir itu a l and moral 
obligations to v is i t  th e ir ancestors' graves and th e ir parents or 
re latives) and Lebaran were the peak times of return v is its  to the 
v illage hamlets by migrants. Forbes (1981: 65) in  his study in South 
Sulawesi, mainly in  Ujungpandang, stated that the majority of petty 
traders maintained contact with th e ir villages with regular tr ip s  home, 
and there were important ties  between migrants and the ir home villages.
In order to examine migrants contacts with th e ir v illage of 
o rig in , the survey asked three questions of migrants: the frequency of 
th e ir return, the duration of those v is its , and the main reason fo r 
v is itin g  th e ir v illage households.
5.1.1 Frequency of V is its
One simple method of measuring the migrants' contact with th e ir 
home village is  the frequency of sending le tte rs , goods and cash or 
making v is its  to the place of orig in . As stated in Chapter 4, several
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factors such as cost of movement, transportation fa c il i t ie s  and the 
distance between the destination place and place of orig in  could affect 
the frequency of the migrants' v is its  to the place of destination 
before migrating. These factors also have a relationship with the 
frequency of the migrants' v is its  to the v illage after migrating.
Migrants usually maintain communication links with th e ir v illage 
of o rig in . For many migrants, some of th e ir close re latives, including 
spouse and children, remain in  the v illage of o rig in , and the migrants 
fee l i t  is  th e ir duty to v is i t  them period ica lly. In th is  study, the 
frequency of v is its  to the home v illage a fte r migrating is  c lassified 
in to four categories. As Table 5.1 indicates, one-quarter of the 
migrants v is ited the home village at least one or two times per week, 
s lig h tly  more (27 per cent) made one to two v is its  every month, 
38 per cent v is ited six to twelve times per year, and the rest 
(10 per cent) report that they v is ited five  times or less in  a year. 
The frequency of v is its  to the v illage was d iffe ren t according to the 
duration of the time since migrating. More than one-third (38 
per cent) of long-term migrants reported v is itin g  on a weekly basis, 
compared with only 8 per cent of recent migrants. On the other hand, 
40 per cent of recent migrants, compared with 17 per cent of long-term 
migrants, v is ited  less frequently once or twice a month.
When the frequency of v is its  to the v illage of orig in  is  
summarised in to  two categories (less than monthly and monthly or more), 
the variation between groups was not s ign ifican t. However, i f  the 
frequency of v is its  to the v illage is  c lassified in to  four categories, 
as in  Table 5.1, there are s ign ifican t variations by duration since 
migrating and landownership. Thirty-e ight per cent of migrants who 
came from households having no land made weekly v is its  compared with
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Table 5.1: Frequency of Visits to Villages According to Age, Duration
Since Migrating and Household’s Landowning Status 
(percentage)
Control
Variables
1 - 2
Times
per
Week
Frequency of Visits
1 - 2  6 - 1 2  <L6
Times Times Times
per per per
Month Year Year
Total 
N = 153
Age
15 - 39 19 30 40 9 100 (78)
40+ 31
Duration Since Migrating
23 36 11 100 (75) 
X2 = 3.49
5 years 8 40 42 9 99 (66)
5 years 38
Household's Landowning 
Status
17 34 10 99 (87)
X2 = 22.26**
Has land 11 37 44 8 100 (62)
Has No land 34 21 34 11 100 (91)
X2 = 7.95*
Total 25 27 38 10 100
N 38 42 58 15 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
* significant at .05 level 
** significant at .01 level
69
only 11 per cent of those who came from landowning households. This 
difference in  frequency of v is its  by duration since migrating or 
landowning status may be due to the d iffe ren t places of destination, 
the types of migrants' occupation or the costs of return. Most 
migrants who worked in  West Java, South Sumatra or East Kalimantan 
reported v is itin g  the home v illage monthly or less, compared with 
migrants who worked in Central Java and East Java who made weekly or 
fo rtn ig h tly  v is its  (Appendix 1). Furthermore, migrants who worked as 
government o ff ic ia ls  or labourers in  private companies (19 migrants) 
v is ited less frequently than migrants who worked as petty traders, 
vendors, bricklayers and in  other jobs in  the informal sector 
(tabulation not shown).
5.1.2 The Usual Length of V is its  to Village
I f  the aim of returning to the v illage is  only to take back 
goods, money or to v is i t  family, the migrants' length of stay in  the 
v illage is  lik e ly  to be short. On the other hand, i f  there is  some 
work which must be done (such as ploughing, planting or harvesting) the 
length of the return v is i t  may be longer. As mentioned in Chapter 3, 
around 45 per cent of the v illagers (non-migrants) work in  agricu ltu ra l 
occupations, but during certain periods of peak a c tiv ity , such as 
ploughing or harvesting, extra labour may be required. This is  
normally obtained from people who liv e  in  the v illage but usually work 
in  non-agricultural jobs, and from people who have moved away but who 
return fo r seasonal work.
For v illage people, the harvest time has a special meaning, 
because a fte r th is  time celebrations such as marriages, circumcisions
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(an important r i t e  o f passage fo r  Javanese boys) and other Selamatan 
are held. Because many migrants maintain t ie s  w ith th e ir  v illa g e  of 
o r ig in , they f e l t  ob ligated to  attend such ce lebra tions. Table 5.2 
shows tha t more than h a lf the migrants (58 per cent) usually stayed in  
the v illa g e  less than one week, while almost one-th ird  (31 per cent) 
stayed between one and two weeks. The remainder (11 per cent) stayed 
in  the v illa g e  fo r  two weeks or more.
The minimum length o f the m igrants' usual stay in  the v illa g e  was 
one day (21 m igrants) and the maximum was f iv e  weeks (3 m igrants). 
There was an inverse re la tio n sh ip  as would be expected, between 
frequency o f v is i t s  and usual length o f stay in  the home v illa g e  
(Appendix 2 ). Migrants who v is ite d  the v illa g e  of o r ig in  tw ice a month 
or more tended to  stay less than a week, while those who v is ite d  s ix  
times a year or less usually stayed in  the v illa g e  between one and two 
weeks.
Table 5.2 ind ica tes th a t the usual length of time the migrants 
stayed in  the v illa g e  varied according to  age and landowning s ta tus. 
Younger migrants tended to  stay in  the v illa g e  fo r  a shorter time (less 
than one week) than did o lder m igrants, and migrants who came from 
households having no a g r ic u ltu ra l land were also more l ik e ly  to  spend a 
shorter time in  the v illa g e  than were migrants who came from households 
having land. Those who came from households having land may have 
needed a longer time in  the v illa g e  to  help w ith a g r ic u ltu ra l tasks. 
Another p o s s ib il i ty  which could a ffe c t the length o f v is i t s  is  the 
m igrants' occupation. Although there were no s ig n if ic a n t d iffe rences 
in  m igrants' occupation, between age and landowning sta tus groups, 
younger migrants (age 15-39) were more l ik e ly  to  work as government
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Table 5.2: Usual Length of Stay in Village According to Age, Duration
Since Migrating and Household's Landowning Status 
(percentage)
Duration of Stay in Village
Less One Two Four
than to to Weeks
Control One Two Four or
Variables Week Weeks Weeks More Total
Age
15 - 39 77 12 5 6 100 (78)
40+ 39 52 7 3 101 (75)
X2 = 30.89* *
Duration Since Migrating
< 5 years 47 38 9 6 100 (66)
^5 years 67 26 3 3 99 (87)
X2 = 6.66
Household's Landowning
Status
Has land 29 55 10 6 100 (62)
Has No land 78 15 3 3 99 (91)
> X2 = 36.87**
Total 58 31 6 5 100
N 89 48 9 7 153
Source: ^Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
* significant at .05 level
** significant at .01 level
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o f f ic ia ls ,  employees in  p riva te  companies or bu ild ing  workers, while 
o lder migrants mainly worked as traders, stonemasons, carpenters and 
other manual workers (Appendix 3 ). In  the same way, by landowning 
sta tus , migrants who came from households having land tended to  work as 
carpenters, government o f f ic ia ls  and in  p riva te  companies, while those 
who came from households having no land tended to  work as b rick laye rs , 
traders and day-labourers. For some of those who worked as 
b rick la ye rs , carpenters, bu ild ing  workers and unsk illed  labourers on 
job con tracts , the length o f stay in  the v illa g e  may not be fixe d . 
Sometimes migrants must wait fo r  several days or weeks to  s ta r t  working 
again or to  f in d  another job . In  such cases, migrants usually  returned 
to the home v illa g e  ra ther than wait in  the destina tion  place, and the 
length o f stay in  the v illa g e  became longer. Some petty  traders and 
unsk illed  workers returned to  the v illa g e  to  work as farm -labourers, 
and thus spent longer in  the v illa g e .
5.1 .3  Main Reason fo r  V is it in g  V illa ge
The discussion o f the reason fo r  v is it in g  the home v illa g e  by 
migrants was lim ite d  to  the main reason fo r  v is it in g  during the 
previous year. The reasons given by migrants fo r  re tu rn ing  to  the home 
v illa g e  are summarised in  Table 5 .3 : (1) v is i t in g  th e ir  fam ily  and 
bring ing them money; (2) b ring ing money and p a rtic ip a tin g  in  
a g r ic u ltu ra l work; and (3) v is it in g  th e ir  fam ily  and p a rtic ip a tin g  in  
s o c io -c u ltu ra l a c t iv i t ie s  (mainly ceremonies). As Table 5.3 ind ica tes , 
more than h a lf (57 per cent) o f the migrants reported th a t the main 
reason fo r  v is i t in g  th e ir  home v illa g e  was to  bring money to  th e ir  
spouse, while a quarter said they returned fo r  ceremonies and 18 
per cent said they came to  p a rtic ip a te  in  a g r ic u ltu ra l a c t iv i t ie s .  
There were no s ig n if ic a n t d iffe rences between groups.
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Table 5 .3 : Main Reason fo r  V is its  to  V illa g e  According to  Age,
D uration Since M ig ra ting  and Household's Landowning Status 
(percentage)
C on tro l
V ariab les
Reason fo r  V is its
Remitted 
Cash & Par-
Remitted t ic ip a n ts
Cash and in  A g r i-
V is it s  c u ltu ra l Socio-
Family Work C u ltu ra l T o ta l
Age
15-39 53 23 24 100 (78)
40+ 61
D uration since M ig ra ting
12 27 100 (75) 
X2 = 3.26
< 5 years 52 21 27 100 (66)
?/ 5 years 61 15 24 100 (87) 
X2 = 1.56
Household's Landowning 
S tatus
Has land 47 26 27 100 (62)
Has no land 64 12 24 100 (91) 
X2 = 5.95
T o ta l 57 18 25 100
N 87 27 39 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java P opula tion M o b ility  Survey, 1980
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5.2 Flows of Cash and Goods
The discussion in this section will focus on the flows of money 
and goods between migrants and their home village, and the uses of cash 
remittances in the village households. The available data were limited 
to the flows of goods and cash during the year before the survey, and 
as a result this discussion does not take into account the flows 
between migrants and their village during the whole period since the 
migrants left their place of origin. Migrants often leave behind 
families, even wives and children, when they migrate to another place. 
They have to economize on living costs and be able to send cash back to 
their families who still live in the home village. Some other migrants 
may have obligations to repay cash which they borrowed from close 
relatives or friends to pay for the move (Chapter 4).
5.2.1 Remittances from Migrants to Village
When the migrants arrived in the destination place, they usually 
faced a number of difficulties, because most came looking for jobs and 
lacked skill and experience. They also often needed a place to live, 
at least temporarily. They hope that their income will soon be enough 
to enable them to improve their standard of living and to achieve their 
economic goal of supporting their family.
The amount of money remitted back to the village households by 
the migrants during the year before the survey is shown in Table 5.4. 
The minimum amount reported was around Rp.90,000 (6 migrants) and the 
maximum was Rp.320,000 (4 migrants). No migrants reported that they 
remitted no money at all. Their age and the duration since they left
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Table 5.4: Amount of Money Permitted Back to Village According to Age, 
Duration Since Migrating and Household’s Landowning Status 
(percentage)
Control
Variables
Total Money Brought to Village 
(in thousand rupiah)
100- 151-
^100 150 200 201 Total
Age
15 - 39 44 32 6 18 100 (78)
40+ 33
Duration Since Migrating
16 16 35 100 (75)
X2 = 12.37**
5 years 48 20 17 15 100 (66)
7/ 5 years
Household's Landowning 
Status
31 28 7 34 100 (87)
X2 = 12.52**
Has land 34 29 11 26 100 (62)
Has No land 42 21 11 26 100 (91) 
X2 = 1.37
Total 39 24 11 26 100
N 59 37 17 40 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
* significant at .05 level 
** significant at .01 level
Note: Rp 625 = U$1.00 (January, 1980)
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the v illa g e  had a s ig n if ic a n t e ffe c t on the amount o f cash migrants 
rem itted back to  the v illa g e . H alf the o lder migrants, compared w ith 
only a quarter o f the younger ones, reported re m itting  Rp.151,000 or 
more. This may be due to  the d if fe re n t types of occupations of the 
o lder migrants and the younger m igrants. The o lder migrants (aged 40 
years and above) tended to  work as stonemasons and carpenters or as 
traders, while the younger migrants (aged 15-39 years) worked as 
bu ild ing  labourers, and d a ily  wage labourers or as government o f f ic ia ls  
and employees in  p riva te  companies (Appendix 3 ). In  general, migrants 
who worked as stonemasons or carpenters received higher wages than 
those who worked as construction labourers, government o f f ic ia ls  or 
employees in  p riva te  companies. This is  because those who work as 
stonemasons or carpenters need s k i l ls  or job experience ra ther than 
formal education. In  add ition  the sa la ries  of the migrants who worked 
as government o f f ic ia ls  or in  p riva te  companies are s t i l l  low because 
most of them have only low leve ls  of education.
The duration since m igrating had a p o s itive  re la tio n sh ip  w ith  the 
amount of remittances w ith a th ird  o f the long-term migrants saying 
tha t they rem itted over Rp.200,000 during the past year, compared to  
only 15 per cent of the recent m igrants. This ind ica tes tha t the 
income s itu a tio n  of migrants probably improves over time a fte r  leaving 
th e ir  home v illa g e . However, these conclusions must be considered 
te n ta tiv e  because the amount o f money rem itted back to  the v illa g e  
households does not include the value of goods also rem itted . I t  is  
possible tha t the amount o f cash reportedly rem itted during the 
previous year was small, but during the same or other periods migrants 
rem itted various goods which may have been of greater value.
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These remittances o f goods are shown in  Table 5.5. Most migrants 
(80 per cent) sent durable goods such as c lothes, te x t i le s ,  portable 
radios, pressure lamps and b icyc les , and most of these also sent the 
less expensive goods. The types of goods sent to  the v illa g e  was not 
s ig n if ic a n t ly  affected by age, duration since m igrating or households 
landowning s ta tus . These re su lts  d i f fe r  from those reported by Rumbiak 
(1983: 74) from Ir ia n  Jaya, where the m a jo rity  o f the younger migrants 
and recent migrants rem itted consumable goods ( r ic e , meat, tobacco, 
dried or s a lt  f is h ) ,  while the o lder migrants and long-term migrants 
tended to  send durable goods.
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The m a jo rity  o f the migrants (60 per cent) brought back cheaper 
durable goods, while 20 per cent of the migrants brought back expensive 
durable goods during the previous year. Only 3 per cent o f the 
migrants brought back consumption goods, and the remainder reported 
never sending anything other than cash. Most of those who reported 
bring ing back expensive durable goods, mentioned the kinds o f goods 
which can be used as an in d ic a to r or th e ir  household's progress 
(rad ios , black-and-white T.V 's and pressure lamps). Those migrants who 
said they never sent anything except cash reported doing so, because 
they wanted to  re p a ir th e ir  house in  the v illa g e , or to  send th e ir  
ch ild ren  to  secondary school, or to  open a small shop (Warung) fo r  
th e ir  fam ily  in  the v illa g e .
3 .2 .2  Use o f Cash in  V illa g e  Households
Many studies of economic sta tus in  ru ra l areas have used as a 
measure o f in d iv id u a l or household wealth the ownership of a g r ic u ltu ra l 
land. However, since 1970, a fte r  the in trodu c tion  of h ig h -y ie ld ing  
r ic e  v a r ie tie s  and the u t i l iz a t io n  of more modern a g r ic u ltu ra l 
technology, the symbols of wealth and economic status in  the v illa g e  
have been changing. The impact o f th is  is  a new d ire c tio n  among people 
in  the v illa g e  in  the ownership of modern goods. Some people in  the 
v illa g e  no longer buy land, because a g r ic u ltu ra l land does not always 
re tu rn  high bene fits . The new v a r ie tie s  o f seeds need much more 
f e r t i l i s e r  and pestic ides. As a re s u lt the f in a n c ia l benefits  of 
a g r ic u ltu ra l production have tended to  decrease over time. Thus any 
cash or p r o f i t  l e f t  a fte r  consumption expenses is  usually kept u n t i l  
the household has enough to  buy modern goods ra the r than a g r ic u ltu ra l
land.
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Table 5.5: Main Type of Goods Remitted to Village According to Age,
Duration Since Migrating and Household's Landowning Status 
(percentage)
Types of Goods Sent to Households
Control
Variables
Radio, Money only
Tape- (Never
Clothes, recorder,Con- sent
Slippers,Pressure sumption anything 
Pencil, lamps, goods except
Books Bicycles (food) Money)
t
Total
Age
15 - 39 62 19 4 15 100 (78)
40+ 59
Duration Since Migrating
20 3 19 100 (75) 
X2 = 3.2
 ^5 years 50 26 5 20 100 (66)
& 5 years 68
Household's Landowning 
Status
15 2 15 100 (87) 
X2 = 5.3
Has land 50 23 3 24 100 (62)
Has No land 67 18 3 12 100 (91) 
X2 = 4.42
Total 60 20 3 17 100
N 92 30 5 26 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
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Table 5 .6 : Main Use o f Money Remitted to  V illa g e  According to  Age,
D uration Since M ig ra ting  and Household's Landowning Status 
(percentage)
C on tro l
V ariab les
Main Use o f Money in  V illa g e
Foods Others
and C h il-  (Open
other drens' Improved Small
Consumer School Houses, Shop, 
Goods Fees F u rn itu re  Funeral) T o ta l
Age
15 -  39 55 33 8 4 100 (78)
40+ 63
D uration Since M ig ra ting
31 3 4 101 (75) 
X2 = 4.24
< 5 years 47 42 5 6 100 (66)
> 5 years 68
Household's Landowning 
S tatus
24 6 2 100 (87) 
X2 = 9.94
Has land 42 44 10 5 101 (62)
Has No land 70 24 2 3 99 (91)
X2 = 13.55**
T o ta l 59 32 5 4 100
N 90 49 8 6 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Popula tion  M o b ility  Survey, 1980
*  s ig n if ic a n t  a t .05 le v e l 
* *  s ig n if ic a n t  a t .01 le v e l
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Table 5.6 indicates that more than half (59 per cent) of the 
migrants reported that the money they brought back to the ir village 
households was mainly used for food, clothes and other consumption 
goods. Almost one-third (32 per cent) said that the cash was used 
primarily to send children to school, such as for school fees, books 
and uniforms. The age of migrants did not appear to have much effect 
on the use of th is  cash, but the other two variables (duration since 
migrating and households landowning status) did have an effect. About 
42 per cent of the recent migrants reported that the cash was used for 
school fees, compared to only 24 per cent of the long-term migrants. 
Those who came from households having land also tended to use the cash 
for school fees. I t  may be that recent migrants and those who came 
from households having land themselves had better educational 
backgrounds and were more interested in sending their children to 
school. Such migrants probably believed that i f  children would 
complete the ir education i t  would be easy for them to obtain a better 
job.
5.2.3 Village to Migrants Flows
Table 5.7 shows the amount of money ever received from village 
households by migrants since migrating. Nearly 40 per cent of the 
migrants said they never received any money. The amounts reported by 
those who did receive money were quite small, ranging from Rp.10,000 
(3 migrants) to Rp.80,000 (4 migrants). About 43 per cent of the 
migrants who said they received money reported getting less than 
Rp.25,000. These funds were either sent with close relatives or 
friends travelling to the same place, or given to migrants when they 
visited the ir family in the village.
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Table 5.7: Amount of Money Received from Village According to Age,
Duration Since Migrating and Household's Landowning Status 
(percentage)
Control
Variables
Amount of Cash Received 
(in thousand rupiah)
Never
Received 25 -
Cash 625 50 ^ 51 Total
Age
15 - 39 40 45 6 9 100 (78)
40+ 37
Duration Since Migrating
41 9 12 99 (75) 
X2 = 0.91
5^ years 33 53 5 9 100 (66)
ft 5 years 43
Household's Landowning 
Status
36 10 11 100 (87) 
X2 = 5.28
Has land 23 63 6 8 100 (62)
Has No land 49 30 9 12 100 (91)
X2 = 17.16**
Total 49 43 8 10 100
N 59 66 12 16 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
** significant at .01 level 
Note: Rp 625 = U$1.00 (January, 1980)
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The age groups of the migrants and duration since leaving th e ir  
home v illa g e  do not appear to  have much e ffe c t on th is  fa c to r , but the 
land holding status of the households of o r ig in  does. Migrants who 
came from households which had land were more l ik e ly  to  receive cash 
from the home v illa g e  (77 versus 51 per cen t). In  general, there is  a 
re la tio n sh ip  between landowning status and economic conditions in  the 
v illa g e . I t  is  qu ite  possible tha t the economic status o f households 
having land is  be tte r than tha t o f households having no land and they 
have more capacity to  send cash to  the m igrants. Another p o s s ib il i ty  
is  tha t the d if fe re n t types o f occupation o f migrants may a ffe c t th e ir  
need fo r  cash from th e ir  home v illa g e . Migrants who work as traders 
may have a greater need fo r  extra c a p ita l as opposed to  migrants who 
work as carpenters, b rick la ye rs , or bu ild ing  workers (Appendix 4 ).
Those 94 migrants who said they received cash from th e ir  home 
were asked about the main use of the money. Nearly h a lf (44 migrants) 
said they used the cash p r im a rily  to  increase th e ir  c a p ita l fo r  trad ing  
ventures, to  f in d  another job , or fo r  the purchase of equipment. Over 
one -th ird  (33 m igrants) said they used the cash fo r  ren ting  l iv in g  
quarters, and the remainder (17 migrants) said they used the money fo r  
down payments on motorcycles, b icycles or T.V's.
Those who received money also reported rece iv ing goods from th e ir  
home v illa g e . The types of goods sent from the v illa g e  households were 
mainly food items, such as r ic e , palm-sugar, and sweet potatoes. The 
amount probably was dependent on the a v a i la b i l i ty  o f re la tiv e s  or 
fr ie nds  tra v e ll in g  to  the place where the migrants liv e d , and the types 
o f transpo rta tion  used. Some o f th is  flow  included food items taken by 
the migrants themselves a fte r  v is i t in g  th e ir  home v illa g e . In  general
84
it can be said that the quantities of goods in the flow from the 
village to the migrants was small and not in balance with the flows of 
goods to their village households. This contrasts with the finding of 
a study in North Kelantan, Malaysia, which will be discussed later.
5.3 The Effect of Population Mobility
Population mobility affects the social, cultural and economic 
conditions in both the destination areas and the migrants' place of 
origin. In the destination areas, population movements can augment the 
labour force for various activities without causing over population, 
because the migrants used for such labour can commute from their home 
areas on a daily or weekly basis or can move to the destination areas 
for short periods of varying length as the need arises. However, many 
cities in Java have chronic problems of shortages of housing, 
sanitation, transportation and other urban facilities because of the 
influx of the village people who come as temporary migrants. This is 
because most temporary migrants are often content to live in temporary 
housing with poor sanitation as they lack the resources for more 
adequate housing. Under such conditions, mobility is a source of urban 
problems even though it may not contribute greatly to urban growth. On 
the other hand, temporary movements also have important effects on the 
socio-economic conditions in the places of origin. Population mobility 
has the potential for distributing and spreading knowledge, new 
attitudes and ideas, modern types of goods and cash to the village 
areas. People in the villages become more familiar with different 
types of jobs and the use of modern goods, and they acquire attitudes, 
new ideas, and knowledge which contribute to the process of social 
change.
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Studies in  North Kelantan, Malaysia (Maude, 1980: 22), ind icated 
tha t the e ffe c t o f population m o b ility  on the v illa g e  economy and the 
m igrants' households is  re la t iv e ly  small. This is  because the flow  of 
income from the migrants to  th e ir  v illa g e  is  nearly the same as the 
flow  of resources to  the migrants, and most o f the income brought back 
to  the v illa g e  was used on consumption. Rumbiak (1983: 86) reached 
s im ila r conclusions in  h is study o f I r ia n  Jaya. He stated tha t 
although fam ily  incomes in  the v illa g e  areas were raised by remittances 
from migrants, the e ffe c t on the households of the migrants were not 
s ig n if ic a n t.  They used income fo r  consumer goods fo r  basic needs such 
as food and housing, and only small amounts were invested in  such 
th ings as improvements o f th e ir  trad ing  equipment. These re su lts  
contrast w ith stüdies in  Java by Hugo (1978), Mantra (1981) and H etle r 
(1984), which reported tha t temporary migrants in  p a rt ic u la r  had 
con tinua l flows of cash, goods and other soc ia l contacts w ith th e ir  
v illa g e  households. The flows of m igrants' remittances to  the v illa g e  
had several important e ffe c ts  inc lud ing  improving the q u a lity  of 
houses, ra is in g  l iv in g  standards and cond itions, and expanding 
ownership o f modern goods.
In  the survey being analysed here, perceived changes in  the 
m igrants' cond ition  were examined, p a r t ic u la r ly  the changes in  three 
measures o f w e ll being -  incomes, the q u a lity  of food, and housing 
cond itions. Questions about these changes were asked of the migrants 
themselves, th e ir  household members (non-migrants) and the leaders in  
the v illa g e s , and the re su lts  are presented in  Tables 5.8, 5.9 and 
5.10. The opinions about expected changes in  m igrants' income were not 
noticeably d if fe re n t between the migrants, non-migrants and the 
leaders, w ith  most people g iv ing  the opinion th a t the m igrants' incomes 
are higher a fte r  they m igrate.
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Table 5 .8 : Opinion about Expected Change in  M ig ra n t's  Income R esu lting
from Moving to  Another Place According to  M igrants, Non- 
M igrants, and The Leader (percentage)
The co n d itio n  o f 
m igran ts ' income
Opinion o f M ig ran ts ' Income According to
M igrants Non-migrants Leaders
Large a f te r  m igrate 74 62 80
About the same 20 28 17
Large before m igrate 2 5 -
Do not know 4 5 3
T o ta l 100 100 100
N 153 350 24
Source: Tabulated from East Java Popula tion  M o b ility  Survey, 1980
Table 5 .9 : The L iv in g  and Housing C ond itions o f M igrants R esu lting
from Moving to  Another Place by M igrants, Non-Migrants, and 
The Leader (percentage)
The co n d itio n  o f m igran ts ' 
l iv in g  and housing
Opinion o f M ig ran ts ' L iv in g  and Housing 
According to
M igrants Non-migrants Leaders
B e tte r a f te r  m ig ra ting 70 74 71
About the same 23 16 18
Worse a f te r  m ig ra ting 7 3 10
Do not know - 7 -
T o ta l 100 100 100
N 153 350 24
Source: Tabulated from East Java Popula tion  M o b ility  Survey, 1980
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Table 5.10: Migrants' Quality of Diet Better Now than Before they
Moved According to Migrants, Non-Migrants, and The Leader 
(percentage)
The quality of 
migrants' diet
Opinion of Migrants' Quality of Diet by
Migrants Non-migrants Leaders
Much better 19 28 21
Somewhat better 44 51 68
About the same 35 16 11
Do not know 2 5 -
Total 100 100 100
N 153 350 24
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
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S im ila r proportions (70-74 per cent) o f the three groups of 
respondents said tha t the migrants had be tte r housing in  the v illa g e  of 
o r ig in  a fte r  m igrating, and most also f e l t  tha t th e ir  d ie ts  were at 
lea s t somewhat improved (Table 5 .10). However, some migrants, 
p a r t ic u la r ly  the s ing le  and temporary migrants in  the c i t ie s  (data not 
shown) said they liv e d  in  small rooms or houses under much poorer 
conditions than in  th e ir  home v illa g e . This was because they assumed 
th a t the destina tion  place was ju s t a place fo r  work, and tha t th e ir  
lodgings there were only temporary. Such migrants t r y  to  reduce th e ir  
l iv in g  costs in  order to  save as much money as possib le.
Housing conditions and ownership o f modern goods are important 
aspects of general l iv in g  cond itions, and are an in d ica tio n  of m ateria l 
w e ll-be ing . They also are a re f le c t io n  o f the extent to  which 
asp ira tions fo r  improved l iv in g  standards have been achieved. Nearly 
th ree -fou rths  of the migrants, non-migrants and leaders in  the home 
v illa g e  (Table 5.9) said tha t l iv in g  conditions fo r  migrants and th e ir  
fa m ilie s  in  the v illa g e  had g rea tly  improved in  recent years w ith 
changes such as in  houses from bamboo w alls to  b r ick  w a lls , from earth 
to  t i l e  f lo o rs , and the use of glass windows and be tte r roo fing  t i le s .  
Some migrants had radios, w a ll c locks, w r is t watches, b icyc les, 
black-and-white T.V's,  and motorcycles which they had purchased in  the 
des tina tion  area.
5.4 M igrants1 Assistance to  Newer Migrants
In  order to  examine the assistance given by migrants to  newer 
m igrants, three questions were asked: the help migrants gave new 
a r r iv a ls  in  fin d in g  employment, in  ge tting  housing or rooms, and any 
f in a n c ia l support o ffe red . Table 5.11 shows the ro le  o f migrants in
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supporting newer migrants based on the responses of migrants and non­
migrants (especially the heads of the households). Around two-thirds 
of recent migrants, long-term migrants and non-migrants said that 
migrants helped newer arriva ls  with job information or in  finding jobs 
in  the destination place. Generally, migrants can only help find jobs 
fo r others in  private companies or informal sectors such as building, 
daily-wage labour, bricklaying and trading. In contrast, less than 
ha lf those interviewed said that migrants had transferred s k il ls  to 
newer migrants. Such transfers of s k il ls  among migrants were usually 
lim ited to occupations such as small traders, vendors, carpenters and 
bricklayers.
A more common form of help given to newer migrants was in 
housing. More than three-fourths of those interviewed said that 
migrants helped others to find  rooms or houses to rent. Some of the 
newer migrants lived together with migrants, particu la rly  those who 
worked in  the same job. Furthermore, food was also commonly given to 
new migrants, but d irect financia l support was less often mentioned. 
In general i t  can be said that migrants gave a lo t  of support to newer 
migrants, because many newer migrants came from the same village and 
often were related by ties  of blood or marriage. Some migrants 
reported in v itin g  the ir re la tives, friends or neighbours from the ir 
home village to jo in  them in  the destination place.
5.5 Discussion
This chapter has examined the migrant-village tie s , including the 
flows of cash or goods between migrants and the ir home village, the 
e ffect of m obility on migrants, and the role of established migrants in
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Table 5.11: Type o f Support Given to  Newer M igrants by M igrants and 
Non-Migrants (percentage)
Type o f support by m igrant
Response from
Recent
M igrants
Long-Term
Non-migrants
Non-
M igrants
1. To seek a job 66 71 68
2. S k i l l  t ra in in g 41 48 39
3. Housing 78 85 91
4. Cash 47 61 44
5. Food 71 83 87
N 66 87 350
*  The questions fo r  m igrants were: have you ever helped any new
m igrants to  f in d  jobs , w ith  s k i l l  t r a in in g ,  to  get housing, or by 
p ro v id ing  food or f in a n c ia l assistance? The questions fo r  non­
m igrants were: do you know i f  m igrants sometimes g ive  support to
newer m igrants in  f in d in g  job s , s k i l l  t r a in in g ,  and g e tt in g  housing, 
food or cash.
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helping newer migrants. The discussion, in particular, or the effect 
of population mobility, was limited to the positive effect of migration 
on migrants and their families in the home village.
The study found that for many migrants, especially those living 
in places near the home village, return trips become part of a weekly 
or fortnightly routine. In contrast, migrants who moved long distances 
visit the home village on a monthly basis or less. Some migrants, such 
as carpenters, bricklayers and day-labourers worked on a contract basis 
with building contractors, and thus the frequency of their visits to 
and duration of stay in the home village became irregular.
In most cases, it was found that incomes in the village house­
holds were increased by the money sent or brought back by the migrants. 
However, these remittances were mostly used for consumer goods and only 
in a few instances for investment in capital stock. The flows of 
modern goods, cash and stories about the success of migrants could have 
influenced the prospective migrants in deciding to migrate. 
Furthermore, flows of cash from the home village to recent migrants 
were also found in this study, and these were important sources of 
income before the migrants found employment. The role of earlier 
migrants in helping newer migrants to look for a job, arrange housing, 
and to adapt the newer migrants to their new environment in the 
destination place was important. It was found that many migrants have 
family relations or close contacts with people who come from the same 
village in the destination area, and such contacts greatly facilitated 
migration.
92
CHAPTER 6
CONCLUSION
This thesis has sought to illustrate the factors affecting 
population mobility and migrant-village ties in East Java. The primary 
source of data was the 1980 Population Mobility Survey in East Java, 
which was part of a national population mobility survey carried out in 
eight provinces in Indonesia. The objective of this thesis was to 
examine the basic characteristics of migrants, migrant-village ties, 
the effects of mobility on migrants and their households in the 
village, and assistance from earlier migrants to newer migrants. The 
data used in the analyses were limited to migrants who were visiting 
their home village when the survey was conducted, therefore the sample 
used in this study was not representative of East Java migrants as a 
whole and not even of all migrants from the study villages.
Lee (1966) stated that migration is selective with migrants more 
likely being male, unmarried and more educated than non-migrants. In 
Indonesia, several studies found that males dominated migration 
streams, especially to urban areas and compared with non-migrants from 
their area of origin, migrants were better educated and usually 
unmarried (Suharso, 1977; Mantra, 1983; Molo, 1982 and Sunarto, 1983). 
This study has shown that males were more migratory than females, and 
migrants (both males and females) tended to have more education than 
non-migrants (Chapter 3, Section 3.2). The migrants in this study also 
were less likely to be unmarried, especially the female migrants.
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Two fac to rs  which affected the decision to  move examined in  th is  
study were the reasons fo r  leaving the place of o r ig in  and the reasons 
fo r  choosing the destina tion  place. Previous studies in  Java, such as 
Suharso et a l . ,  (1976), and in  East Java in  p a rt ic u la r  (S teele, 1980; 
Wibowo, 1980 and Tirtosudarmo, 1984) stated th a t economic motives were 
the main fa c to r in fluenc ing  people to  move. This study has shown th a t, 
in  the main, population m o b ility  is  caused by economic motives. On the 
other hand, fam ily and s o c io -c u ltu ra l fa c to rs  are important fo r  
migrants in  choosing the des tina tion  place (Chapter 4, Section 4 .2 ).
As did Kempler (1971) and M udjahirin (1984), th is  study found 
th a t migrants tended to  move to  places where they have contacts w ith 
k in  or frie nds  who have migrated e a r lie r  or l iv e  in  the destina tion  
place. As a re s u lt many migrants in  one area come from the same 
v illa g e , and there are many fam ily  re la tion sh ips  among them. Because 
the cost of l iv in g  in  the des tina tion  place is  often high and since 
most people preferred l iv in g  in  the v illa g e  society where there is  
strong s o lid a r ity  and a system of mutual help, population m o b ility  has 
seen as a compromise between these fac to rs  and the lack o f job 
opportun ities  in  the v illa g e  of o r ig in . Although the costs of moving 
are low, fo r  poorer prospective migrants such costs are one o f the 
basic fac to rs  a ffe c tin g  the decision to  m igrate. The improvements in  
transpo rta tion  and cheaper transpo rta tion  costs have affected the 
volume o f population m o b ility .
M ig ra n t-v illa g e  t ie s  are a re f le c t io n  of basic economic and 
soc ia l re la tion sh ips  and are part o f an interdependent soc ia l system 
among migrants and the people in  th e ir  home v illa g e . The flows o f cash 
and goods from migrants to  th e ir  home v illa g e  were important fo r
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supporting fam ilies in  the v illage . This study found that the amount 
of money remitted to the v illage households appeared to be higher among 
older migrants or long-term migrants. Although the long-term migrants 
or older migrants were less educated than younger migrants or recent 
migrants, they were able to improve th e ir s k il ls  since migrating. 
Apparently, s k il ls  were more important than formal education for 
migrants who come from rura l v illages.
As with the studies in  Java by Hugo (1978), Molo (1982) and Opper 
(1983) th is  study found that the cash remittances to the villages were 
used fo r consumption items (pa rticu la rly  food), modern goods, and 
sending children to school, while very l i t t l e  was invested in 
productive assets. Migrants had a tendency to remit or bring back 
various kinds of modern goods which could bring them prestige in the ir 
v illage society (Chapter 5, section 5.2).
The flows of cash and goods among migrants and the village 
households were not always unid irectional. The v illage households 
often supported the in i t ia l  expenses of the migrants in  the destination 
place, pa rticu la rly  fo r newer migrants, and flows of foodstuffs were 
common. This finding is  sim ilar to those of Brem (1982) and Opper 
(1983), based on the ir studies in  Yogyakarta. The amount of 
remittances from migrants to v illage households and from th e ir home 
v illage to the migrants is  hard to quantify, because much of what were 
sent or brought either by migrants or th e ir v illage households is  in  
the form of goods and materials of one kind or another.
Migrants maintained strong relationships with the ir v illage of 
orig in  and consequently there was a constant exchange of information
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among migrants and non-migrants or prospective migrants. Prospective 
migrants in  particu lar were constantly supplied with information about 
job opportunities and where migrants can stay in  the destination 
places. The role of migrants' support fo r newer migrants in  the 
destination place is  a crucia l one. Migrants often hosted newer 
a rriva ls , and th is  implies that they w il l  support, feed, and also help 
new arriva ls  to get jobs. Newer migrants could stay fo r periods of 
time ranging from one to several months, even a fte r they secured 
employment. This finding is  s im ilar to those of Speare (1971) and 
Young (1981), who stated that kin or friends in the destination place 
often provided accommodation and food which could reduce the cost of 
liv in g  before the migrants found jobs.
Many migrants in  th is  study came from households which had only a 
small amount of land, and more than ha lf came from households which had 
no agricu ltura l land. Furthermore, the growth of population and the 
labour force is  s t i l l  increasing, and therefore many village areas have 
surplus labour with lim ited s k il ls .  In the future, to absorb part of 
the surplus labour in  the v illage, job opportunities in  non- 
agricu ltu ra l sectors should be made available, such as in small 
industries. The government, at both the national and regional level, 
must support marketing, cred it schemes and tra in ing programmes. This 
study suggests that research on the form and process of population 
m obility and migrant-village ties  cannot be well understood unless 
permanent and temporary movements are considered simultaneously. To 
understand the effect of population movement, however, i t  appears 
useful to analyse separately the rural-to-urban and ru ra l-to -ru ra l 
movement.
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Appendix 1: Frequency of Visits to the Home Village according to the 
Destination Place (percentage)
Frequency of Visits to 1 
Village of Origin
the
Place of destination
1-2
times/
week
1-2
times/
month
6-12
times/
year
C6
times/
year Total(N)
East Java: Surabaya, Gresik, 
Sidoharjo, Malang, Kediri, 
Pasuruan and Jember 65(34) 35(18) 100(52)
East Java (except first 
group) and Bali 11(4) 41(15) 49(18) - 101(37)
Yogyakarta and Central 
Java - 39(9) 61(14) - 100(23)
West Java, Jakarta, 
Bandung and Other - - 83(25) 17(5) 100(30)
Outer Java, South Sumatra 
and East Kalimantan 9(1) 91(10) 100(11)
Total 25 27 38 10 100
N 35 42 58 15 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
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Appendix 2: Length of Stay in the Village according to the Frequency
of Visits During a Year (percentage)
Length of Stay in Village
Frequency of visits
<~1
week
1 - c2 
weeks
2 - C4 
weeks
^4
weeks Total(N)
1 - 2  per week 100(38) - - - 100(38)
1 - 2  per month 88(37) 12(5) - - 100(42)
6 - 1 2  per year 24(14) 74(43) 2(1) - 100(58)
6 per year - - 53(8) 47(7) 100(15)
Total 58 31 6 5 100
N 89 48 9 7 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
Appendix 3: Type of Occupation by Age of Migrants (percentage)
Type of Occupation
Stone
masons
and
Age of carpen- 
Migrants ters
Construc­
tion daily 
wage, un­
skilled 
workers
Trader;
petty
traders
Govern­
ment,
official,
private
companies
Others,
includes
agricul­
tural
workers Total(N)
15-29 11 54 6 26 3 100(35)
30-39 30 28 14 9 19 100(28)
40-49 48 15 20 2 15 100(46)
50+ 24 7 38 - 31 100(29)
Total 30 26 18 9 16 99
N 46 40 28 14 25 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
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Appendix 4: Type of Migrants' Occupation by Ever Received Cash from 
their Home Village (percentage)
Ever Received Cash Since Migrating
Type of Occupation Ever Never Total(N)
1. Stonemason, carpenter 
assistant stonemason 57 43 100 (46)
2. Building workers, daily 
wages, unskilled workers 55 45 100 (40)
3. Trader: petty trader, 
small shop 93 7 100 (28)
4. Government official, 
private companies 43 57 100 (14)
5. Others, includes
agricultural workers 56 44 100 (25)
Total 61 39 100
N 94 59 153
Source: Tabulated from East Java Population Mobility Survey, 1980
